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MEETING  OF  THE  WORKING  COMMITTEE 


UNIVERSITY  OF  CHICAGO,  12-13  AUGUST  1954 


NOTE 

On  August  12th  the  Working  Committee  completed  its  task 
as  Preparatory  Commission  for  the  Faith  and  Order  Section 
of  the  Evanston  Assembly,  by  making  a final  revision  of  the 
Working  Paper  for  that  Section. 


ATTENDANCE 

Officers 

Rev.  Dr.  O.  S.  Tomkins,  Chairman. 

Archbishop  Y.  T.  Brilioth,  Chairman  of  the  Commission. 

Rev.  Dr.  J.  R.  Nelson,  Secretary. 

Rev.  Dr.  F.  W.  Tomkins,  Associate  Secretary  in  America. 

Members 

Percy  W.  Bartlett,  Principal  J.  R.  Chandran,  Bishop  Angus 
Dun,  Professor  H.  d’Espine,  Professor  G.  Florovsky,  Pro- 
fessor R.  R.  Hartford,  Dr.  G.  Jacob,  Metropolitan  Juhanon 
Mar  Thoma,  Professor  T.  A.  Kantonen,  Professor  C.  Kons- 
tantinidis,  Dr.  E.  A.  Payne,  Professor  E.  Schlink,  Professor 
T.  F.  Torrance,  Professor  L.  J.  Trinterud,  Professor  G.  F. 
Wingren. 


Substitutes 

Principal  Harold  Roberts  (for  Principal  Flew),  Dr.  J.  E.  Skog- 
lund  (for  President  Gezork). 

Staff 

Dr.  S.  M.  Cavert,  Executive  Secretary  in  the  U.S.A.  for  the 
World  Council  of  Churches. 

Apologies 

were  received  from  President  Gresham,  Principal  Marsh,  and 
Professor  Skydsgaard. 
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MINUTES  OF  THE  MEETING 


The  meeting  opened  with  prayer. 

1.  The  minutes  of  the  last  meeting,  August  11-19,  1953,  were 
approved,  with  a small  change  on  p.  41,  line  28  : “and  it  was 
because  of  these”  should  read  “and  it  was  partly  because 
of  this”. 

2.  It  was  agreed  to  propose  to  the  Commission  the  election  of 
Dr.  Douglas  Horton  as  Vice-Chairman  of  the  Commission,  in 
place  of  the  late  Dean  Craig. 

3.  Membership  of  the  Working  Committee 

It  was  agreed  to  recommend  to  the  Central  Committee  the 
name  of  Dr.  John  E.  Skoglund,  to  fill  the  vacancy  on  the  Work- 
ing Committee  caused  by  the  resignation  of  President  Gezork ; 
that  Dean  Walter  G.  Muelder  be  nominated  to  fill  the  vacancy 
caused  by  the  death  of  Dean  Craig ; and  that  Principal  Harold 
Roberts  be  nominated  in  place  of  Dr.  Flew,  in  view  of  the 
latter’s  inability  to  attend  meetings  in  the  near  future ; all  three 
nominations  subject  to  the  election  of  these  persons  to  member- 
ship of  the  Faith  and  Order  Commission. 


4.  Membership  of  the  Commission 

a)  to  fill  vacancies 

Professor  Robert  Handy  was  recommended  to  the  Com- 
mission for  election  as  a successor  to  Dr.  Reuben  E.  Nelson, 
who  had  found  it  necessary  to  resign  his  membership.  Dr.  Skog- 
lund, Dean  Muelder  and  Principal  Roberts  were  recommended 
for  election  to  membership  of  the  Commission  (to  replace 
President  Gezork,  Dean  Craig  and  Dr.  Watkin- Jones  respec- 
tively), as  voted  above. 


b)  to  fill  places  promised  to  certain  Churches  by  the  Lund 

Conference 

After  careful  discussion,  it  was  agreed  to  ask  the  Commission 
to  empower  the  officers  to  nominate  two  representatives  of  the 
Church  of  Greece  directly  to  the  Central  Committee,  following 
consultation  with  the  Greek  Orthodox  delegation  to  the  As- 
sembly. It  was  agreed  to  recommend  for  membership  of  the 
Commission  President  S.  Murata  of  the  Church  of  Christ  in 
Japan,  and  the  Rev.  C.  B.  Brink  of  the  Dutch  Reformed  Church 
in  South  Africa. 
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c)  further  cooptions 

Acting  on  a decision  of  the  1953  meeting  of  the  Working 
Committee,  the  Secretary  had  corresponded  with  certain  Chur- 
ches concerning  the  recommendation  of  further  persons  to  be 
coopted  to  the  Commission.  Arising  out  of  this  correspondence, 
and  out  of  discussion  at  the  meeting,  the  following  names  were 
proposed  by  the  Committee  for  election  to  the  Commission : 

Bishop  A.  W.  Howells,  Assistant  Bishop  of  Lagos,  of  the 
Church  of  the  Province  of  West  Africa ; 

Professor  D.  W.  Hay  of  the  Presbyterian  Church  in  Canada  ; 

Rev.  E.  G.  Rupp  of  the  Methodist  Church  of  Great 
Britain. 

The  Secretary  reported  that  the  Salvation  Army  had  expressed 
a desire  to  be  represented,  but  had  not  as  yet  been  able  to  pro- 
pose a name.  It  was  agreed  to  take  up  this  matter  at  a later 
meeting  of  the  Committee. 

5.  Professor  Torrance  gave  a short  report  on  the  meeting  of  the 
Theological  Commission  on  Christ  and  the  Church  which  had 
just  taken  place,  and  the  Secretary  brought  to  the  Working 
Committee  a request  from  the  American  Section  of  the  Theo- 
logical Commission  that  it  be  authorized  to  increase  its  total 
membership  to  15.  This  was  approved  by  the  Working  Com- 
mittee. 

6.  Responses  to  the  Lund  Conference  Report  / 

The  Secretary  reported  that  only  about  13  official  responses 
had  been  received  from  Churches,  two  years  after  the  Con- 
ference. For  the  most  part  these  were  commendatory,  in  some 
cases  making  specific  suggestions.  After  a brief  discussion  of 
how  these  and  any  further  responses  might  best  be  used,  it 
was  agreed  that  this  question  should  be  a main  item  on  the 
agenda  of  the  Committee’s  next  meeting. 

7.  Proposed  North  American  Conference  on  Faith  and  Order 

Bishop  Dun  introduced  the  following  memorandum : 

An  informal  meeting  was  held  on  June  11,  1954  in  New  York  to 
discuss  the  future  of  Faith  and  Order  promotion  in  America.  Present 
were  : Bishop  Angus  Dun  (acting  chairman),  Dr.  S.  M.  Cavert, 
Prof.  G.  Florovsky,  Dr.  F.  C.  Fry,  President  P.  E.  Gresham,  Prof. 
T.  A.  Kantonen,  Dr.  J.  Robert  Nelson  (secretary),  Dr.  J.  E. 
Skoglund,  Prof.  L.  J.  Trinterud,  Dr.  W.  A.  Visser  ’t  Hooft. 
Unable  to  attend  was  Dr.  F.  W.  Tomkins. 

Dr.  Cavert  reported  on  the  suggestion  which  has  sometimes  been 
made  that  responsibility  for  the  promotion  of  Faith  and  Order  studies 
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should  be  assumed  by  the  National  Council  of  Churches.  Dr.  Fry 
expressed  the  view  that  the  National  Council  of  Churches  would  not, 
perhaps  should  not,  deal  with  Faith  and  Order  matters  until  there  had 
been  some  clear  demonstration  of  the  Churches’  interest.  He  there- 
fore suggested  the  need  for  an  important  American  Conference  on 
Faith  and  Order  to  be  held  within  the  next  two  or  three  years.  Such 
a conference  must  have  the  full  support  of  the  leaders  of  the  Churches 
and  be  planned  to  a large  extent  by  them,  although  the  initiating  drive 
must  come  from  the  World  Council  of  Churches  through  the  U.S.A. 
Conference  for  the  World  Council. 

This  suggestion  was  accepted  unanimously  by  the  group,  and  fur- 
ther suggestions  were  made  for  the  planning  and  content  of  such  a 
conference. 

Dr.  Visser  ’t  Hooft  recommended  that  the  project  be  submitted  to 
the  Working  Committee  at  its  meeting  August  12-13,  with  the  further 
suggestion  that  this  committee  consider  the  advisability  of  promoting 
other  regional  conferences  in  Europe  and  Asia.  There  was  agreement 
on  this  recommendation. 

An  extensive  preliminary  discussion  followed,  in  which  a 
good  deal  of  enthusiasm  was  expressed  for  the  holding  of 
regional  conferences  in  selected  areas,  and  the  necessity  for 
bold  long-term  planning  was  emphasized.  The  Committee 
welcomed  the  initiative  taken  by  the  North  American  Churches 
for  the  holding  of  a regional  conference ; they  expressed  the 
hope  that  the  Secretary,  in  conjunction  with  Dr.  Cavert  and 
Dr.  Floyd  Tomkins,  would  be  able  to  work  out  a budget  which 
would  enable  it  to  take  place,  and  they  authorized  the  Secretary 
to  make  a considerable  charge  on  his  time  to  further  this  end. 
The  Committee  further  envisaged  the  possibility  that,  within  the 
limits  of  financial  resources  and  other  problems,  it  might  be 
found  desirable  to  encourage  other  regional  conferences. 

8.  The  Committee  approved  the  Secretary’s  proposed  visit,  early 
in  1955,  to  Australasia  and  Asia,  one  of  its  objects  being  par- 
ticipation in  the  New  Zealand  Conference  on  Faith  and  Order. 

9.  It  was  agreed  to  defer  a decision  on  the  time  and  place  of  the 
next  meeting  until  September,  when  plans  for  other  committees 
would  be  known*. 


* It  was  later  decided  that  the  Committee  should  meet  from  July  25-30, 
1955,  in  or  near  Geneva. 
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MEETING  OF  THE  COMMISSION  ON  FAITH 
AND  ORDER 
14TH  AUGUST  1954 

FIRST  METHODIST  CHURCH,  EVANSTON,  ILLINOIS 


MEMBERS  PRESENT 

Archbishop  Brilioth,  Chairman , Dr,  J.  R.  Nelson,  Secretary , 
Dr.  F.  W.  Tomkins,  Associate  Secretary  in  America. 

Bishop  A.  J.  Allen,  Dr.  F.  Audeh,  Dr.  C.  Bergendoff,  Dr.  H. 
Berkhof,  Prof.  J.  H.  Bodensieck,  Principal  J.  R.  Chandran, 
Dr.  G.  R.  Cragg,  Prof.  V.  E.  Devadutt,  Bishop  Angus  Dun, 
Professor  H.  d’Espine,  Bishop  E.  G.  Gulin,  Prof.  R.  R.  Hart- 
ford, Bishop  I.  L.  Holt,  Dr.  Douglas  Horton,  Dr.  G.  Jacob, 
Metropolitan  Juhanon  Mar  Thoma,  Prof.  T.  A.  Kantonen, 
Prof.  E.  Kinder,  Rev.  D.  B.  Knox,  Prof.  C.  Konstantinidis, 
Principal  John  Marsh,  Pastor  Pierre  Maury,  Bishop  Lakdasa 
De  Mel,  Prof.  P.  S.  Minear,  Dr.  C.  P.  Morehouse,  Dr.  W. 
Niesel,  Dr.  D.  T.  Niles,  Principal  J.  Norgaard,  Dr.  H.  G. 
Renkewitz,  Prof.  E.  Schlink,  Prof.  A.  Schmemann,  Prof. 
T.  M.  Taylor,  Dr.  O.  S.  Tomkins,  Prof.  T.  F.  Torrance, 
Prof.  L.  J.  Trinterud,  Prof.  G.  F.  Wingren,  Dr.  J.  Winter- 

HAGER. 


Substitutes 

Dr.  W.  W.  Judd  (for  Archbishop  Barfoot),  Rev.  R.  S.  Louden 
(for  Prof.  D.  M.  Baillie)*,  Dr.  G.  E.  Osborn  (for  Dean  Eng- 
land) and  Principal  H.  Roberts  (for  Dr.  Flew). 

Visitors 

Dean  W.  G.  Muelder,  Prof.  Ronald  E.  Osborn,  Dr.  J.  E. 
Skoglund. 


MINUTES  OF  THE  MEETING 

The  Commission  meeting  began  with  lunch,  during  which  the 
Chairman,  Archbishop  Brilioth,  presented  Dr.  Floyd  W.  Tomkins, 
on  his  resignation  from  the  post  of  Associate  Secretary  in  America, 
with  a bound  volume  of  letters  of  tribute  from  many  old  friends. 


Subsequently  was  reported  the  death  of  Prof.  Baillie  on  October  31st. 
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After  lunch,  the  short  business  meeting  opened  with  prayer, 
which  was  followed  by  a memorial  of  the  two  members  who  had 
died  since  the  previous  meeting  — Dean  C.  T.  Craig  and  Dr.  H. 
Watkin- Jones. 

Then  followed  the  roll  call,  and  the  approval  of  the  minutes  of 
the  previous  meeting  on  August  28th  1952. 

The  Rev.  Dr.  Douglas  Horton  was  elected  Vice-Chairman  of 
the  Commission  in  the  place  of  the  late  Dean  Craig,  on  the  recom- 
mendation of  the  Working  Committee. 


Membership  of  the  Commission  and  Working  Committee 

The  following  vacancies  on  the  Commission  were  reported : 
by  the  deaths  of  Dean  Craig  and  Dr.  Watkin-Jones,  and  by  the 
resignations  of  President  Gezork,  Dr.  Hodgson,  Dr.  Reuben  Nelson 
and  Bishop  Skard.  The  Commission  agreed  to  nominate  to  the 
Central  Committee  for  appointment  the  following  new  members 
of  the  Commission : Dean  W.  G.  Muelder,  Principal  Harold 
Roberts,  Dr.  J.  E.  Skoglund  (the  above  three  persons  having 
already  been  conditionally  elected  to  membership  of  the  Working 
Committee),  Rev.  C.  B.  Brink,  Dr.  H.  Flottorp,  Prof.  Robert 
Handy,  Prof.  D.  W.  Hay,  Rt.  Rev.  A.  W.  Howells,  Assistant 
Bishop  of  Lagos,  President  S.  Murata,  the  Rev.  E.  G.  Rupp  *. 
It  was  agreed  to  accept  the  recommendation  of  the  Working  Com- 
mittee with  respect  to  the  nomination  of  two  members  from  the 
Church  of  Greece,  that  the  officers  be  empowered  to  consult  with 
members  of  that  Church  during  the  Assembly  and  appoint  two 
members  as  a result  of  such  consultation  **. 

The  Chairman  of  the  Working  Committee  gave  a short  report 
on  its  preparation  of  Section  I of  the  World  Council  Assembly, 
and  outlined  some  of  the  subjects  to  be  discussed  at  the  next,  and 
longer,  meeting  of  the  Commission,  September  3-7. 


* See  revised  membership  list,  pp.  33-36 

**  Prof.  H.  Alivisatos  was  the  only  member  appointed,  leaving  still 
one  vacancy. 
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COMMISSION  ON  FAITH  AND  ORDER 

3-7  SEPTEMBER  1954 

McCORMICK  THEOLOGICAL  SEMINARY,  CHICAGO,  ILLINOIS 


MEMBERS  PRESENT  AND  APOLOGIES  RECEIVED 

Archbishop  Brilioth,  Chairman , Dr.  J.  Robert  Nelson,  Secretary, 
Dr.  Floyd  W.  Tomkins,  Associate  Secretary  in  America. 
Bishop  Allen,  Bishop  Barbieri,  Percy  Bartlett,  President 
Bergendoff,  Dr.  Berkhof,  Professor  Bodensieck,  Principal 
Chandran,  Professor  Devadutt,  Bishop  Dun,  Dean  Eng- 
land, Professor  d’Espine,  Professor  Florovsky,  President 
Gresham,  Bishop  Gulin,  Professor  Hartford,  Professor  Hay, 
Bishop  Holt,  Dr.  Jacob,  Metropolitan  Juhanon  Mar  Thoma, 
Professor  Kantonen,  Mr.  Knox,  Professor  Konstantinidis,  Mr. 
LeQuesne*,  Principal  Marsh,  Bishop  De  Mel,  Professor  Minear, 
Dr.  Morehouse,  Dean  Muelder,  President  Murata,  Bishop 
Newbigin,  Professor  Niesel,  Dr.  Niles,  Principal  Norgaard, 
Bishop  Nygren,  Professor  Outler,  Dr.  Payne,  Father  Phili- 
pos,  Dr.  Ramsey,  Bishop  of  Durham,  Dr.  Renkewitz,  Prin- 
cipal H.  Roberts,  Dr.  P.  T.  Roberts  Jr.,  Professor  Schme- 
mann,  Professor  Taylor,  Professor  Thomas,  Archbishop 
Tiran,  Dr.  O.  S.  Tomkins,  Professor  Torrance,  Professor 
Trinterud,  Professor  Wingren,  Dr.  Winterhager. 

Substitutes 

Rektor  G.  Hoffmann  (for  Bishop  Lilje),  Dr.  W.  W.  Judd  (for 
Archbishop  Barfoot),  Mr.  G.  M.  Lamsa  (for  His  Holiness 
the  Mar  Shimun),  Missionsdirektor  Dr.  H.  Meyer  (for  Pro- 
fessor Schlink),  Professor  Alan  Richardson  (for  the  Bishop 
of  Derby),  Pastor  K.  Schmidt-Clausen  (for  Professor  Kinder), 
and  Professor  David  Shipley  (for  Bishop  Holt,  after  his 
departure  early  in  the  meeting). 

Youth  Group 

Rev.  Bernard  Barrett,  Church  of  England  in  Canada, 
Monsieur  Robert  Hasler,  Swiss  Protestant  Church  Federation, 
Mr.  Mathew  P.  John,  Orthodox  Syrian  Church  of  Malabar, 
Mr.  Albert  W.  Lenderink,  Netherlands  Reformed  Church, 
Miss  Mary  Lusk,  Church  of  Scotland, 

Mr.  Lewis  S.  Mudge,  Presbyterian  Church,  U.S.A., 

Herr  Klaus  Penzel,  Evangelical  Church  in  Germany, 


Subsequently  was  reported  the  death  of  Mr.  LeQuesne  on  November 
11th. 
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Mr.  John  P.  M.  Sweet,  Church  of  England, 

Rev.  Isamu  Ukai,  Church  of  Christ  in  Japan, 

Rev.  Sumner  Walters,  Jr.,  Protestant  Episcopal  Church,  U.S.A. 

Visitors 

Professor  R.  L.  Calhoun,  Congregational  Christian  Churches, 
U.S.A. , 

Professor  Theron  D.  Price,  Southern  Baptist  Convention, 
Professor  T.  Romig,  Presbyterian  Church,  U.S.A., 

Dr.  J.  D.  S almond,  Presbyterian  Church  of  New  Zealand. 

World  Council  Staff 

Dr.  R.  S.  Bilheimer,  Dr.  Nils  Ehrenstrom,  Dr.  W.  A.  Visser 
’t  Hooft. 


Staff 

Interpretation  was  undertaken  by  Monsieur  Hasler,  Miss  Rhodes 

and  Dr.  Winterhager,  and  Miss  Rhodes  and  Miss  Pring 

acted  as  minute  secretaries.  Miss  Beverly  Lindholm,  Mr.  Jim 

Pruyne  and  Mr.  Robert  Holloway,  students,  acted  as  stewards. 

MINUTES  OF  THE  COMMISSION  MEETING 

The  Chairman,  Archbishop  Brilioth,  opened  the  first  session 
on  Friday  evening  with  prayer. 

After  the  calling  of  the  roll  by  the  Secretary,  the  Chairman 
welcomed  members.  He  reminded  them  that  the  first  meeting 
after  Lund  had  been  held  in  Evanston  just  before  the  Assembly, 
but  that  its  purpose  had  been  chiefly  to  transact  business.  The 
hope  had  been  expressed  that  the  triennial  Commission  meetings 
would  not  become  merely  formal  business  meetings,  but  continue 
the  tradition  of  the  old  Continuation  Committee  on  Faith  and 
Order.  He  then  recalled  some  of  the  great  meetings  of  the  past 
and  his  memories  of  the  leading  personalities.  He  said  it  was  for 
consideration  whether  Faith  and  Order  should  continue  to  hold 
meetings  on  the  scale  of  Lund. 

Professor  Trinterud,  on  behalf  of  McCormick  Theological 
Seminary,  extended  greetings  and  spoke  briefly  about  the  Semi- 
nary’s background. 

In  the  absence  of  the  Vice-Chairman,  Dr.  Douglas  Horton, 
Principal  Marsh  accepted  the  Commission’s  invitation  to  act  as 
vice-chairman  during  the  meeting. 

The  Minutes  of  the  meeting  held  on  August  14th  were  read  and 
approved. 


Report  of  the  Associate  Secretary  in  America 

Dr.  Floyd  Tomkins  said  that  the  activities  he  had  to  report 
consisted  for  the  most  part  of  the  ordinary  correspondence  and 
circulation  of  papers.  He  was  glad  to  see  the  administration  of 
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the  organization  in  the  hands  of  one  so  competent  and  broad- 
minded, and  also  that  Faith  and  Order  had  ceased  to  be  a seem- 
ingly Anglican  monopoly.  Referring  to  his  presentation  book, 
Dr.  Tomkins  said  how  deeply  moved  he  had  been  by  the  kind 
words  therein. 


The  Secretary’s  Report 

1 . Just  two  years  have  passed  since  the  Lund  Conference  came  to  an 
end.  It  was  in  the  closing  hours  of  that  conference  that  many  of  you  now 
present  accorded  me  the  honour  of  recognizing  me  as  your  secretary.  In 
so  appointing,  you  very  generously  introduced  me  to  an  area  of  the  Christ- 
ian ministry  which  is  hardly  possible  of  fulfilment,  but  which  nevertheless 
is  fascinating  and  rewarding  to  the  highest  degree.  What  you  gave  me 
then  was,  like  the  commission  given  us  by  our  Lord,  both  gift  and  task, 
Gabe  und  Aufgabe.  Having  received  them  from  your  hands,  I now  meet 
you  after  two  years  to  render  account  for  the  use  which  has  been  made  of 
them. 

But  first  I wish  to  remind  you  that  part  of  this  report  for  the  period 
should  have  been  given  by  my  distinguished  and  ever-helpful  predecessor. 
Dr.  Oliver  Tomkins.  He  did  not  cease  being  secretary  until  the  end  of 
1952.  I could  not  assume  responsibilities  until  June,  1953.  Meanwhile 
Dr.  Tomkins  continued  to  devote  his  labours  to  Faith  and  Order  while 
also  undertaking  his  new  position  as  head  of  the  Theological  College  at 
Lincoln,  England.  He  brought  to  publication  both  the  Report  and  the  com- 
plete volume  of  the  Lund  Conference,  as  well  as  the  valuable  Introductory 
Leaflet  on  Faith  and  Order  for  the  Evanston  Assembly.  And  throughout 
the  ensuing  months,  as  chairman  of  the  Working  Committee,  he  has  given 
help  of  inestimable  value  both  to  the  total  work  of  the  Commission  and 
to  me  personally  as  his  successor. 

2.  Only  a few  weeks  after  my  arrival  in  Geneva  last  year,  the  Working 
Committee  met  at  the  Ecumenical  Institute  near  Celigny  and  demonstrated 
its  ability  to  live  up  to  its  very  practical  name.  As  the  published  Minutes 
indicate,  the  Committee  met  also  as  the  Preparatory  Commission  for  the 
Faith  and  Order  Section  of  the  Second  Assembly.  First  of  all  it  refined 
the  raw  material  of  an  ecumenical  survey  which  I had  prepared,  thus 
giving  both  the  Assembly  participants  and  many  persons  of  the  Churches 
a concise  and  rather  accurate  account  of  the  way  in  which  member  Chur- 
ches of  the  World  Council  now  regard  themselves  and  their  relations  to  one 
another  (FOC  Papers  No.  18).  But  more  important,  the  Working  Com- 
mittee discussed  and  wrote  the  first  draft  of  the  paper  entitled  “Our  One- 
ness in  Christ  and  Our  Disunity  as  Churches”.  This  paper,  which  seeks  to 
understand  our  unity  in  terms  of  the  saving  work  of  Jesus  Christ,  His 
victory  over  sin,  and  His  commandments  to  be  obeyed  by  us  who  are 
divided  — this  paper  was  refined  in  the  heat  which  accompanied  the  light 
of  the  theological  thinking  of  the  Committee  during  the  year  and  of  Sec- 
tion I during  the  Assembly.  It  is  now  being  issued  for  wide  circulation, 
and  persons  who  have  commented  upon  it  since  the  Assembly  have  been 
unanimous  in  their  praise  and  expectation  for  it.  Although  small  in  dimen- 
sions, the  paper  is  the  fruit  of  a vast  amount  of  work  on  the  parts,  espe- 
cially, of  Prof.  Torrance,  Father  Florovsky,  Dr.  Tomkins,  and  Principal 
Marsh.  And  recognition  should  be  given  to  our  chairman.  Archbishop 
Brilioth,  who  guided  the  stimulating  discussion  in  the  Section  meetings. 
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3.  In  addition  to  preparing  for  the  Assembly  studies,  the  Working 
Committee  last  year  accomplished  the  difficult  task  of  projecting  new  long- 
range  studies  on  four  questions  of  prime  significance  for  Christian  unity. 
Taking  the  recommendations  of  the  Lund  Report  as  a guide,  they  decided 
upon  the  terms  of  reference  and  membership  lists  of  groups  to  study  the 
following  : (a)  the  doctrine  of  the  Church  as  understood  in  the  light  of  the 
doctrines  of  Jesus  Christ  and  the  Holy  Spirit ; (b)  the  ways  and  meaning 
of  worship  ; (c)  “proselytism”  as  a problem  in  the  ecumenical  movement ; 
and  (d)  Christian  Tradition  and  various  church  traditions.  Let  me  express 
here  our  feeling  of  gratitude  towards  the  many  eminent  scholars  and  church 
leaders  who  have  willingly  undertaken  responsibilities  of  considerable 
magnitude  to  the  end  that  these  ecumenical  inquiries  may  be  accomplished 
in  good  time.  The  fact  that  they  have  responded  so  readily  to  our  invita- 
tion to  give  up  leisure  time  and  holidays  in  order  to  do  hard  work  for 
us  is  a testimony  to  their  conviction  that  the  tasks  defined  by  the  Faith  and 
Order  Commission  are  of  urgent  importance  for  the  whole  Church.  It 
should  be  mentioned,  too,  that  we  have  been  able  to  engage  the  participa- 
tion of  many  theologians  who  have  heretofore  played  no  role  in  the  study 
projects  of  the  World  Council.  We  must  not  yield  to  the  temptation  of 
using  the  same  group  of  scholars  too  frequently  for  diverse  studies,  but 
rather  draw  new  persons  of  various  regions  and  traditions  into  this  work. 

The  two  major  emphases  in  the  Lund  Report  are  that  Faith  and  Order 
studies  need  to  be  thoroughly  christocentric  and  that  they  must  be  truly 
ecumenical  in  the  sense  of  being  study-in-common  rather  than  compara- 
tive descriptions  of  traditional  differences.  The  groups  which  have  begun 
study  on  the  four  questions  mentioned  are  well  aware  of  these  two  direc- 
tives and  are  remaining  faithful  to  them.  The  Working  Committee  in  its 
function  as  an  Assembly  Preparatory  Commission,  and  the  Assembly  Sec- 
tion at  Evanston,  both  exhibited  remarkable  fidelity  to  these  norms  of 
christology  and  truly  ecumenical  study  in  common.  Because  of  the  nature 
of  their  work,  and  the  initial  work  of  the  Theological  Commission  on  the 
Church,  it  may  be  said  that  prophecies  for  a new  era  of  Faith  and  Order 
since  the  Lund  Conference  are  being  vindicated. 

4.  One  other  emphasis  at  Lund  still  requires  our  attention.  This  is 
the  now  famous  demand  for  intensive  study  of  the  Social  and  Cultural 
Factors  affecting  Christian  unity.  Some  felt  that  our  concern  for  such 
factors  was  nothing  new,  and  could  point  indeed  to  a printed  report  on 
the  question  which  was  prepared  for  the  Edinburgh  Conference  at  1937. 
Others  seemed  to  think  at  Lund  that  an  important  discovery  had  been  made 
in  the  ecumenical  movement  and  talked  enthusiastically  of  our  need  to 
deal  with  non-doctrinal  aspects  of  unity  and  division.  But  all  agreed  that 
the  Commission  on  Faith  and  Order  should  initiate  a comprehensive  study 
of  them.  One  question  was  not  answered  : how  to  undertake  this  study? 
The  problem  of  method  confronts  us.  The  Working  Committee  last  sum- 
mer agreed  on  only  one  course  : namely,  to  send  letters  to  universities  and 
theological  colleges  asking  advanced  students  to  do  research  upon  matters 
of  social  and  cultural,  racial  and  political  and  psychological  influences 
upon  church  relations.  About  one  hundred  letters  have  been  sent,  and  the 
response  of  presidents  and  deans  has  been  encouraging.  But  further  sug- 
gestions for  the  methods  of  study,  within  the  limits  of  our  financial 
resources,  are  needed,  so  that  the  Working  Committee  may  deal  thoroughly 
with  the  whole  question  at  its  meeting  in  the  summer  of  1955. 

5.  Your  help  is  also  required  at  this  meeting  with  respect  to  the  observ- 
ance of  the  Week  of  Prayer  for  Christian  Unity,  January  18-25.  For  about 
ten  years  the  Faith  and  Order  secretary  has  been  sending  annual  notices  to 
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the  approximately  2000  persons  on  the  mailing  list,  urging  them  to  observe 
this  week  of  prayer  along  with  Christians  of  many  other  confessions  than 
their  own.  But  two  problems  persist.  First,  how  should  we  think  of  the 
other  and  similar  observances  of  prayer  weeks  which,  in  a sense,  compete 
with  this  one  ? And  in  what  specific  way  should  the  Faith  and  Order 
Commission  promote  the  observance  of  this  week  ? May  I request  you, 
at  this  meeting,  to  appoint  a special  committee  to  study  this  matter  and 
bring  specific  proposals  to  the  Commission  before  adjournment  ? 

6.  One  of  the  responsibilities  laid  upon  us  by  our  Constitution  is 
“to  provide  information  concerning  actual  steps  taken  by  the  Churches 
towards  reunion”.  During  the  past  year  this  has  been  done  in  a modest 
way  in  the  form  of  a 16-page  survey  on  developments  in  church  union 
negotiations  between  1952-54.  This  survey,  which  was  printed  first  in  The 
Ecumenical  Review  of  April,  brings  up  to  date  the  information  provided 
by  Bishop  S.  C.  Neill  in  his  book  Towards  Church  Union , 1937-1952.  In 
another  way  I have  been  privileged  to  meet  this  responsibility  by  cooperat- 
ing in  the  Unofficial  Consultation  on  Church  Unions,  which  was  held  here 
at  McCormick  Theological  Seminary  during  the  past  three  days.  About 
60  persons,  most  of  whom  have  had  personal  experience  in  union  nego- 
tiations, met  for  extremely  frank  discussion  of  the  most  difficult  obstacles 
to  reunion,  questions  of  ministry,  church  government,  and  wider  confes- 
sional loyalties.  Such  consultations  are  not  an  official  activity  of  the 
Commission,  since  in  the  thinking  of  some  persons  they  lie  too  close  to  the 
limits  of  the  Commission’s  and  the  World  Council’s  competence  to  deal 
directly  with  schemes  of  union.  Nevertheless  the  Working  Committee  has 
permitted  me  to  give  secretarial  assistance  to  the  persons  who  plan  these 
meetings,  for  it  is  through  such  informal,  unofficial  discussions  that  the 
thinking  of  the  Churches  about  problems  of  union  can  best  be  introduced 
into  the  work  of  our  Commission. 

7.  At  this  point  I wish  to  say  a word  about  the  difficulty  of  communi- 
cation between  the  Faith  and  Order  Commission  and  the  church  bodies 
which  are  represented  therein.  It  is  a problem  of  the  World  Council  as  a 
whole  to  maintain  two-way  communication  between  such  ecumenical 
enterprises  as  our  own  and  the  many  Churches  concerned.  The  difficulty 
is  well  illustrated  by  the  dearth  of  official  responses  to  the  Lund  Report. 
Despite  the  sending  of  two  letters  to  responsible  officers  of  the  Churches, 
and  the  elapse  of  two  years  since  Lund,  only  12  responses  have  been 
received.  Various  individuals  have  assured  me  that  the  interest  of  the 
Churches  must  not  be  measured  by  the  promptness  or  tardiness  of  their 
responses.  Nevertheless  it  is  clear  that  the  problem  of  communication  is 
one  of  major  dimensions.  The  World  Council  as  a whole  must  struggle 
to  solve  the  problem.  In  the  meantime  is  it  not  reasonable  to  expect  that 
every  member  of  this  Commission  should  regard  himself  as  a channel  of 
communication  to  and  from  his  own  Church,  and  that  he  should  take  pains 
to  hold  forth  the  concerns  of  Faith  and  Order  in  his  own  circles,  while 
keeping  the  Faith  and  Order  secretariat  advised  of  relevant  developments 
in  these  circles  ? 

8.  It  is  axiomatic  that  the  best  kind  of  communication  is  personal 
visitation  by  officers  and  staff  of  the  Commission.  During  the  past  year 
I have  been  able  to  spend  two  weeks  in  Greece,  one  week  in  Turkey,  three 
in  Germany,  one  in  England,  three  in  the  Scandinavian  lands,  and  three 
months  in  America.  During  the  coming  two  months  I shall  have  oppor- 
tunity to  travel  and  lecture  extensively  in  the  United  States,  trying  to  inter- 
pret basic  questions  of  Christian  unity.  And  next  year,  1955,  it  is  my 
intention,  as  approved  by  the  Working  Committee,  to  visit  the  Near  East, 
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India,  Southeast  Asia  and  Australasia.  One  of  the  advantages  of  the  new 
structure  of  the  Division  of  Studies,  in  which  Faith  and  Order  is  one  of 
four  departments,  is  that  such  systematic  travel  by  the  secretary  will  be 
feasible  without  severely  crippling  the  work  of  our  Geneva  office.  A still 
greater  advantage  will  be  realized  if  the  time  comes  when  an  additional 
secretary  for  Faith  and  Order  can  be  employed  in  Geneva. 

9 . During  the  Assembly  at  Evanston  most  of  us  became  well  acquainted 
with  the  plans  for  the  new  Division  of  Studies.  The  integration  of  the 
Faith  and  Order  Commission  into  this  Division  was  anticipated  at  Lund  and 
approved  in  principle  when  the  Commission’s  Constitution  was  drafted  and 
accepted.  Some  there  were  and  are  who  think  that  this  new  organizational 
pattern  may  give  us  some  “unhappy  divisions”  of  a kind  other  than  those 
about  which  we  often  pray.  But  it  has  been  the  experience  of  your  secretary 
during  the  past  year  to  enjoy  excellent  harmony  of  labours  with  staff  of 
the  Study  Department,  as  well  as  with  those  of  the  Ecumenical  Institute  ; 
and  harmonious  relationships  of  mutual  advantage  are  anticipated  in  the 
new  Division  of  Studies.  During  our  meeting  here  we  shall  have  time  to 
discuss  the  implications  of  the  new  structure  of  the  World  Council  for  the 
work  of  our  Commission. 

10.  In  the  Division  of  Studies  the  Commission  on  Faith  and  Order 
has  a unique  place.  Neither  the  Department  of  Evangelism  nor  of  Church 
and  Society  nor  of  Missionary  Studies  has  a commission  or  committee  of 
such  proportions  as  ours,  nor  a historical  principle  of  identity  such  as 
ours.  To  my  mind,  the  Faith  and  Order  Commission  is  more  than  a mere 
block  in  a structural  diagram.  It  is,  if  I am  not  being  too  sentimental,  a 
body  of  Christian  leaders  who  are  bound  together  in  an  exceptional  way  by 
their  common  concern  for  the  unity  of  Christ’s  Church.  Within  this  Com- 
mission I hope  to  see  a growing  fellowship,  which  is  truly  personal  and  not 
merely  the  cool  association  of  individuals  sitting  at  a conference  table. 
Our  meetings  are  not  frequent,  to  be  sure  : but  they  are  frequent  enough 
to  permit  the  forming  of  friendships,  if  we  personally  take  advantage  of 
the  opportunities  during  leisure  hours  and  meal-times.  Thus  may  be  over- 
come some  of  the  inclinations  of  this  kind  of  ecumenical  work  to  be  too 
intellectual.  We  would  be  untrue  to  our  specific  calling  to  participate  in 
the  Faith  and  Order  Commission  if  we  always  spoke  theologically  about 
the  koinonia  in  the  Body  of  Christ  and  did  not  manifest  it  in  our  personal 
relations  in  the  Commission. 

11.  In  conclusion  I wish  to  repeat  my  expression  of  gratitude  to  you 
for  permitting  me  to  be  your  secretary  and  to  reap  the  benefits  of  a ministry 
such  as  this  one.  And  I look  to  each  one  of  you  for  candid  suggestions  as 
to  how  my  work  might  be  done  more  competently.  Perhaps  the  character 
of  Faith  and  Order  has  changed  sufficiently  during  the  past  twenty  years 
so  that  the  secretary’s  job  is  rather  different.  In  1933  Archbishop  William 
Temple,  that  nearly  legendary  leader  of  the  ecumenical  movement,  wrote 
from  Paris  a letter  to  his  wife  about  the  meeting  of  the  Continuation  Com- 
mittee of  the  World  Conference  on  Faith  and  Order,  then  in  session.  Pro- 
fessor Leonard  Hodgson  had  just  assumed  his  duties  as  secretary  of  the 
Conference.  Temple  wrote  as  follows  : “We  are  all  very  much  encouraged 
by  the  prospect  of  our  new  Secretary.  He  rather  bullies  us,  but  no  one 
shews  signs  of  resenting  this  : on  the  contrary  they  are  pleased  to  have  a 
Secretary  who  really  formulates  proposals.”  (Iremonger,  p.  402.)  I am 
thankful  that  my  task  is  apparently  easier  than  that  of  Professor  Hodgson, 
for  I work  with  men  who  themselves  make  the  proposals  and  put  them 
into  effect. 
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In  our  company  tonight  are  members  of  the  Commission  who  can 
recall  the  meeting  of  which  Archbishop  Temple  wrote,  and  who  even  at 
that  time  were  veterans  of  more  than  a decade  of  participation  in  the  Faith 
and  Order  movement.  Also  with  us  are  members  who  are  attending  their 
first  Faith  and  Order  meeting  and  looking  forward  to  many  meetings  in 
years  to  come.  We  are  glad  to  enter  into  the  achievements  and  gain  the 
insights  of  the  older  members  among  us,  and  to  share  the  expectancy  of 
the  newer.  For  we  are  convinced  that  there  is  a more  than  human  quality 
inherent  in  this  enterprise  called  Faith  and  Order,  as  in  the  World  Council 
and  in  the  ecumenical  movement  at  large.  We  believe  that  God  Himself 
is  using  us  for  the  purpose  of  manifesting  the  true  unity  of  His  Church. 
And  we  can  hope  that  we  may  so  be  used  by  Him,  that  the  words  of  the 
Apostle  will  apply  to  us  even  as  they  did  to  the  church  at  Colossae  : “For 
though  I am  absent  in  body,  yet  I am  with  you  in  spirit,  rejoicing  to  see 
your  good  ORDER  and  the  firmness  of  your  FAITH  in  Christ”  (2  : 5). 


FUTURE  OF  FAITH  AND  ORDER  COMMISSION 
IN  THE  DIVISION  OF  STUDIES 

a)  Report  of  Assembly  Business  Committee  on  Division  of  Studies 

The  Secretary  explained  the  implications  of  the  reorganization 
approved  by  the  Assembly,  which  provided  that  all  the  Council’s 
study  activities  be  brought  together  under  one  Division  with  four 
departments.  The  Committee  for  the  Division  of  Studies  would 
include  the  Chairman  of  the  Faith  and  Order  Working  Committee, 
and  one  other  person  who  was  to  be  a member  both  of  the  Working 
Committee  and  of  the  Central  Committee  (Professor  Florovsky 
had  been  elected).  Dr.  Bilheimer,  the  Director  of  the  new  Division, 
pointed  out  that  the  historic  role  of  Faith  and  Order  was  fully 
recognized.  However,  the  need  was  felt  for  more  correlation 
between  departments,  in  order  to  achieve  a more  cohesive  impact 
upon  the  Churches.  Dr.  Visser ’t  Hooft  added  that  the  new  struc- 
ture was  not  to  be  understood  in  hierarchical  terms,  but  in  terms 
of  service  to  be  rendered.  The  departments  in  this  Division  were 
all  one-man  departments,  and  these  were  difficult  to  run,  because 
there  tended  to  be  a complete  vacuum  while  members  of  the  staff 
were  away  on  visits.  Within  the  Division  all  the  staff  would  be 
well  acquainted  with  the  work  of  each  department,  so  that  this 
difficulty  would  be  overcome. 


b)  Relation  of  Faith  and  Order  to  the  Third  Assembly 

There  followed  a long  discussion  on  the  relation  of  Faith  and 
Order  to  the  next  Assembly,  in  the  light  of  experience  at  Evanston. 
It  was  pointed  out  that  over  half  the  delegates  had  asked  to  be  in 
the  Faith  and  Order  Section,  while  only  a fifth  could  be  in  that 
Section.  Both  Canon  Tomkins  and  Professor  Florovsky  thought 
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that  by  1960  the  various  Theological  Commissions  set  up  following 
the  Lund  Conference  would  wish  to  share  some  of  their  findings 
with  the  Churches ; otherwise  the  work  of  Faith  and  Order  might 
become  completely  detached  from  the  main  stream  of  the  World 
Council.  Dr.  Payne  believed  that  a good  deal  of  thought  should 
be  given  to  the  nature  of  the  Commission  meeting  to  be  held  in 
1960,  which  might  perhaps  precede  the  Assembly,  and  could  be  of 
great  importance  for  the  way  in  which  the  work  of  the  Theological 
Commissions  was  passed  into  the  thinking  of  the  Churches.  To 
doubts  expressed  by  Dr.  Devadutt  and  the  Bishop  of  Durham 
whether  the  best  interests  of  Faith  and  Order  were  served  by  pouring 
their  work  through  the  vast  Assembly,  Bishop  Newbigin  replied 
that  any  other  course  would  leave  an  Assembly  with  purely  peri- 
pheral matters  to  discuss,  and  would  encourage  irresponsibility 
in  Faith  and  Order.  Dr.  Meyer  pointed  out  that  the  Theological 
Commissions  ought  to  consult  periodically  with  groups  in  other 
departments  doing  related  study  work. 

" It  was  resolved  that,  in  view  of  the  importance  of  the  work 
of  the  Faith  and  Order  Commission  within  the  World  Council  of 
Churches,  this  Commission  respectfully  requests  the  Central  Com- 
mittee, in  planning  for  the  Third  Assembly,  to  consider  seriously 
the  advisability  of  giving  a substantially  larger  place  to  Faith  and 
Order  concerns  in  the  programme  of  the  Assembly,  and  instructs 
its  Working  Committee  to  cooperate  fully  to  that  end. 

c)  Regional  Conferences 

y The  Secretary  reported  the  discussion  on  this  subject  which 
had  taken  place  at  the  Working  Committee  meeting  (see  pp.  3-4), 
and  added  that  other  departments  in  the  Division  of  Studies  were 
also  thinking  in  terms  of  regional  conferences,  which  would  make 
some  coordination  desirable.  Professor  Trinterud  thought  that 
such  conferences  might  profitably  be  built  round  the  triennial 
meetings  of  the  Commission  — bringing  a representative  body  into 
the  midst  of  a region,  giving  it  time  to  accomplish  its  own  business 
and  then  holding  a regional  conference.  Such  a meeting  would 
not  be  a serious  financial  burden.  Professor  Hay  reported  that 
a Canadian  Faith  and  Order  Conference  was  being  planned  for 
the  autumn  of  1955,  since  participation  in  the  North  American 
Conference  would  not  adequately  answer  their  need.  Professor 
d’Espine  was  convinced  that  in  Europe  a regional  conference  would 
be  immensely  useful  for  stimulating  interest  in  Faith  and  Order 
problems  — which  in  that  area  were,  primarily,  the  relation  between 
the  Roman  and  non-Roman  Churches,  and  the  relation  between 
Reformed  and  Lutheran. 

A sub-committee  was  appointed,  consisting  of  Dr.  Oliver 
Tomkins,  chairman,  Dr.  Berkhof,  Principal  Chandran,  Professor 
d’Espine,  Professor  Florovsky,  Mr.  Knox,  Dr.  Payne  and  Professor 
Trinterud.  Towards  the  end  of  the  meeting,  this  committee  put 
forward  the  following  proposals : 
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(1)  that  a resolution  be  adopted  to  say  that  the  Faith  and  Order  Com- 
mission, in  consultation  with  the  Division  of  Studies,  would  wish  to 
encourage  regional  conferences,  to  be  organized  by  the  member  Churches 
of  the  area  concerned,  with  such  help  from  Faith  and  Order  as  might  be 
required  to  make  them  effective  ; 

(2)  that  the  proposal  of  the  North  American  Churches  to  hold  such 
a regional  conference  be  accepted  and  welcomed ; 

(3)  that  the  possibility  of  holding  regional  conferences  in  conjunction 
with  meetings  of  the  Central  Committee  should  be  considered  when  the 
future  programme  of  the  Central  Committee  had  been  settled  ; 

(4)  that  any  consideration  of  the  possibility  of  a fourth  World  Con- 
ference on  Faith  and  Order  be  deferred  until  the  Commission  meeting  in 
1957  ; 

(5)  that  proposals  for  holding  regional  conferences  should  be  enter- 
tained by  the  Commission,  and  that  the  Secretary  should  encourage  groups 
of  member  Churches  in  a region  to  make  such  proposals. 

These  proposals  were  adopted  by  the  Commission. 

Mr.  Knox,  speaking  for  the  Australasian  area,  expressed  the 
opinion  that  a permanent  regional  commission,  perhaps  on  Worship, 
under  Faith  and  Order  auspices  would  be  the  means  best  adapted 
to  the  conditions  of  that  area  for  promoting  Faith  and  Order 
interests.  The  Commission  approved  Mr.  Knox’s  proposal  that  he 
should  consult  with  responsible  leaders  in  Australia  and  New 
Zealand  and  draft  terms  of  reference  for  a study  group  on  Worship  ; 
that  the  Secretary,  Dr.  Nelson,  should  discuss  the  practical,  including 
financial,  details  of  such  a project  during  his  forthcoming  visit ; 
and  that  final  action  should  be  taken  by  the  Working  Committee 
at  its  next  meeting  in  July  1955. 

Bishop  Barbieri  hoped  that  where  possible  the  study  groups  of 
Faith  and  Order  would  have  corresponding  members  in  South 
Africa  and  South  America. 

d)  Place  of  the  Secretary  in  relation  to  Theological  Commissions 

In  the  interests  of  greater  coordination  among  the  commissions 
themselves  and  with  the  World  Council  as  a whole,  it  was  resolved 
that  the  Secretary  of  the  Faith  and  Order  Commission  should  have 
ex  officio  the  right  and  duty  to  participate  (when  possible  by 
attendance)  in  all  Theological  Commissions  or  study  groups  estab- 
lished by  the  Faith  and  Order  Commission,  and  that  the  secretaries 
of  such  Theological  Commissions  or  groups  should  consult  the 
Secretary  of  the  Commission  regarding  programme  and  schedule. 


e)  Changes  in  the  Faith  and  Order  Constitution 

The  following  recommendations  for  changes  in  the  Constitution 
were  before  the  meeting : 
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(1)  Paragraph  5 (iv)  — add,  after  the  first  sentence  which  ends  with 
the  words  “power  to  nominate  not  more  than  3 additional  members’’,  this 
sentence  : “The  Chairman  of  the  Faith  and  Order  Commission  also  shall 
be  a member  ex  officio  of  the  Working  Committee.” 

(2)  Recommend  to  the  Central  Committee  the  following  amendment 
to  Rule  V (a)  of  the  Rules  of  the  World  Council : to  add  “and  of  the  Chair- 
man of  the  Faith  and  Order  Commission”  after  the  words  “shall  consist 
of  the  President  or  Presidents  of  the  World  Council”. 

Pending  the  adoption  of  the  above  amendments  by  the  Central  Com- 
mittee, Paragraphs  27  and  28  to  remain  as  they  now  stand. 

(3)  Paragraph  19  — omit  the  last  six  words.  (There  is  no  longer  any 
Study  Department.) 

(4)  Paragraph  25  — omit  the  last  nine  words.  (All  members  of  the 
Working  Committee  are  now  nominated  by  the  Commission  and  appointed 
by  the  Central  Committee.) 

(5)  Paragraph  29  — the  correct  text,  as  adopted  at  Lund,  reads  “The 
Secretaries  shall  be  the  only  officers”  etc. 

(6)  Paragraph  31  — the  last  sentence  should  read:  “The  Chairman, 
Vice-Chairman  and  Secretary  shall  be  appointed  by  the  Commission  on 
Faith  and  Order,  and  they  shall  then  select  and  appoint  the  other  members 
in  consultation  with  the  Working  Committee,  or  in  case  of  emergency  with 
the  Secretary  of  the  Commission  on  Faith  and  Order.” 

These  recommendations  were  adopted  by  the  Commission. 


WEEK  OF  PRAYER  FOR  CHRISTIAN  UNITY 

In  accordance  with  the  suggestion  made  by  the  Secretary  in 
his  report  (see  p.  10),  the  Commission,  after  a preliminary  discussion, 
appointed  a sub-committee  composed  of  Principal  Marsh,  chairman, 
Bishop  Barbieri,  Professor  Hartford,  Bishop  De  Mel,  Dr.  More- 
house, Dr.  Renkewitz,  Professor  Taylor  and  Professor  Wingren. 
It  later  brought  in  the  following  report : 

1.  The  Time  allocated  for  the  Week  of  Prayer  for  Unity 

The  Committee  agreed  that  a very  strong  point  in  favour  of  the  present 
practice  of  holding  the  Week  from  January  18-25  was  that  it  could  be  said 
that  Christians  of  all  the  main  Communions,  including  Romans  and  Ortho- 
dox, shared  in  it.  If  the  World  Council  were  to  ask  its  member  Churches 
to  change  to  another  date,  it  would  almost  certainly  involve  a break  in 
the  present  universality  of  participation  at  one  time  by  so  many  Churches. 

Some  Anglicans  expressed  hesitation  about  a possible  change  of  date 
from  January  to  Pentecost,  because  (a)  the  Anglican  Communion  was 
already  involved  in  special  prayer  for  her  ordinands  on  Rogation  Days 
during  this  period  ; (b)  on  the  mission  field  Pentecost  is  a time  when  many 
catechumens  are  baptized.  No  proper  preparation  could  be  undertaken, 
or  proper  attention  be  given  if  the  week  were  moved  to  Pentecost. 

The  Committee  for  these  reasons  is  disinclined  to  suggest  any  change 
of  date  for  the  week. 

2.  The  Difficulties  of  the  Date  of  January  18-25 

Two  chief  difficulties  are  inevitably  associated  with  the  January  date. 
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They  are  : 

(a)  the  World’s  Evangelical  Alliance  (W.E.A.)  holds  a widely  observed 
Week  of  Prayer  during  the  first  week  in  January ; 

(b)  in  the  southern  hemisphere  the  present  date  falls  in  the  middle 
of  the  summer  holiday  period,  and  very  little  effective  participation  can 
therefore  be  expected  from  Churches  south  of  the  Equator. 

On  these  points  the  Committee  makes  the  following  observations  and 
suggestions  : 

(a)  the  Faith  and  Order  Commission  cannot  expect  the  W.E.A.  to 
relinquish  or  change  its  Week  of  Prayer,  though  the  Central  Committee  of 
the  World  Council  might  be  asked  to  review  the  possibility  of  discussions 
with  the  W.E.A.  on  this  matter  ; 

(b)  where  Churches  in  the  southern  hemisphere  find  the  present  date 
difficult,  they  should  be  encouraged  to  exhort  their  members  to  observe 
the  week  in  January  as  best  they  can,  but  in  addition  call  their  members 
in  a body  to  observe  a Day  of  Prayer  for  unity  of  the  Church  on  June  29th, 
the  feast  of  St.  Peter  and  St.  Paul,  a festival  in  the  calendar  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  Church,  a public  holiday,  and  a time  when  many  members  of  the 
Churches  in  the  World  Council  will  be  free  to  share  in  a day  of  prayer. 
The  feast  of  St.  Peter  and  St.  Paul  would  have  additional  significance  in 
that  the  last  day  of  the  January  week  is  the  feast  of  the  Conversion  of 
St.  Paul. 

The  Committee  hopes  that,  if  this  suggestion  be  adopted,  the  Churches 
of  the  northern  hemisphere  should  observe  June  29th  additionally  as  a day 
of  prayer  for  unity. 

3.  The  Provision  of  Material  for  use  during  the  Week  of  Prayer 

The  Committee  believed  itself  unable  by  limitations  of  time  and  capacity 
to  make  any  detailed  suggestions  for  leaflets  to  be  used  in  January  1955. 

But  the  Committee  records  its  sense  of  deep  satisfaction  with  the 
literature  produced  by  the  Secretary  of  Faith  and  Order  for  1954,  and 
suggests  that  he  continue  to  act  thus,  consulting,  if  he  so  please,  with 
members  of  the  Commission. 

4.  Future  Developments 

The  Committee,  throughout  its  discussions,  felt  that  it  was  not  at  all 
free  to  make  the  suggestions  it  would  have  liked  to  make.  The  Faith  and 
Order  Commission  is  not  a body  competent  to  act  in  a situation  where 
bodies  such  as  the  World’s  Evangelical  Alliance,  and  religious  communions 
such  as  Roman  Catholicism,  are  also  acting.  But  the  difficulties  surround- 
ing this  most  important  concern  of  Faith  and  Order  are  so  far-reaching  and 
so  frustrating  that  the  Committee  makes  the  suggestion  that  strong  repre- 
sentations be  made  to  the  Central  Committee  of  the  World  Council  to  study 
the  problems  with  a view  to  action,  and  alleviation  of  the  worst  difficulties 
in  the  present  situation.  The  Committee  believes  that  the  Commission 
would  want  to  ask  that  this  call  to  prayer  for  unity  be  made  in  conditions 
when  as  nearly  universal  response  as  possible  could  be  expected. 

The  Commission  received  this  report,  and  instructed  the 
Secretary  to  continue  his  preparation  of  material  for  the  week  as 
hitherto  observed.  It  further  agreed  to  forward  the  report  to  the 
Central  Committee,  requesting  that  body  to  take  up  the  matter  for 
further  discussion. 
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THEOLOGICAL  COMMISSION  ON  CHRIST 
AND  THE  CHURCH 

Professor  Calhoun,  Chairman  of  the  American  Section,  gave 
a brief  account  of  the  steps  that  led  up  to  the  establishment  of  the 
Theological  Commission  in  August  1953.  During  the  past  year 
members  had  exchanged  letters  and  suggestions  for  reading,  and 
the  first  meeting,  a joint  meeting  of  the  American  and  European 
Sections,  had  taken  place  in  Evanston  from  August  6-11,  1954. 
All  members  but  one  of  the  American  Section  had  been  present, 
and  four  Europeans  (for  membership,  see  p.  37).  They  had  taken 
as  starting  points  for  discussion  the  Faith  and  Order  Working 
Paper  for  the  Assembly,  a paper  by  Professor  Torrance  on  “The 
Atonement  and  the  Unity  of  the  Church”,  and  a resume  by  Bishop 
Nygren  of  a series  of  lectures  developing  the  primary  theme  of  the 
Theological  Commission,  that  “the  way  to  the  Centre  is  the  way 
to  unity”.  There  had  been  a fruitful  discussion  which  held  exciting 
possibilities  for  the  future.  Their  initial  mandate  indicated  that 
their  task  might  take  as  long  as  ten  years,  being  a theological  enquiry 
which  would  explore  in  the  light  of  recent  scholarship  the  beginnings 
within  the  united  Church  of  thought  on  the  nature  and  work  of 
Christ  and  the  Holy  Spirit.  It  had  been  agreed  that  the  Sections 
would  think  in  terms  of  annual  meetings,  with  perhaps  joint  meetings 
in  conjunction  with  the  meetings  of  the  whole  Commission.  For 
the  coming  year,  the  members  of  the  American  Section  had  agreed 
to  prepare  papers  on  some  of  the  following  topics  : 

The  Incarnation  in  the  light  of  the  relation  of  the  Deity  and 
the  Humanity  of  Christ. 

The  relation  of  redemption  to  creation. 

The  relation  of  the  incarnate  Word  to  the  Old  Israel  and  to 
the  New  Israel. 

The  conception  of  the  Church  as  the  Body  of  Christ  within  the 
context  of  the  different  ways  in  which  the  New  Testament 
speaks  of  Christ,  and  of  the  Church. 

The  relation  of  the  Church  to  the  Person  of  Christ,  to  His  birth 
and  humanity. 

The  relation  of  the  Church  to  the  whole  life  of  Christ,  His 
saving  ministry  of  teaching  and  healing,  death  and  resur- 
rection. 

The  ascended  humanity  of  Christ  and  the  participation  of  the 
Church  in  Him  through  the  Spirit. 

The  Church  and  the  parousia. 

The  Church  as  the  community  of  the  Holy  Spirit. 

The  Church  as  the  community  or  sphere  in  which  through  Word 
and  Sacrament  the  redemptive  act  of  God  in  Christ  continues 
to  operate  in  history. 
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The  effect  of  the  ontological  and  eschatological  perspectives 
upon  our  understanding  of  the  Church’s  being  and  structure. 

The  interrelation  of  the  nature  and  mission  of  the  Church. 

The  relation  between  the  Church  and  the  world. 

There  would  be  free  interchange  of  papers  between  American 
and  European  members,  and  as  many  as  possible  would  be  published 
to  reap  the  benefit  of  criticism  from  wider  circles.  A bibliography 
was  also  to  be  prepared. 

Bishop  Nygren,  who  had  taken  part  in  the  joint  meeting,  added 
that  the  European  Section,  of  which  he  was  Chairman,  would 
work  on  very  similar  lines.  He  had  written  a letter  to  the  European 
members  early  in  the  year  and  received  several  answers.  The 
Section  hoped  to  hold  its  first  full  meeting  in  the  summer  of  1955. 

An  extensive  discussion  followed,  lasting  for  two  sessions,  in 
which  Professors  Florovsky,  Outler,  Torrance  and  Wingren, 
Archbishop  Tiran,  Dr.  Niesel,  Mr.  Lamsa,  Dr.  Berkhof, 
Dr.  Renkewitz  and  Dr.  Oliver  Tomkins  took  part.  Many 
stimulating  suggestions  were  made,  which  Professor  Calhoun 
and  Bishop  Nygren  acknowledged  as  having  much  value  for  their 
continuing  work. 

A short  discussion  then  took  place  on  the  content  and  future 
use  of  the  Report  of  Section  I of  the  Assembly.  Dr.  Renkewitz 
urged  that  members  of  the  Commission  should  be  included  in  any 
attempt  on  the  part  of  the  World  Council  to  work  out  the  connection 
of  mission  and  unity.  Professor  Outler  thought  that  the  Report 
should  be  discussed  by  seminary  students  and  in  joint  meetings  of 
seminaries.  In  addition,  leaders  of  the  Churches,  councils  of 
bishops,  etc.,  should  be  requested  to  give  it  serious  consideration. 
Dean  Muelder  suggested  that  other  Section  Reports  should  be 
examined  to  see  what  questions  they  raised  for  Faith  and  Order. 
Canon  Tomkins  mentioned  one  specific  issue,  referred  to  in  the 
following  terms  by  Mademoiselle  Barot  in  her  address  to  the  Assembly 
on  the  Life  and  Work  of  Women  in  the  Church  : “There  is  a need 
to  study  the  meaning  of  ordination  and  the  traditional  ministries 
of  the  Church.  Here,  the  Department  on  Faith  and  Order  must 
be  called  upon  for  help.  Women’s  ordination  cannot  be  studied 
without  this  more  technical  study  being  undertaken  first.”  It  was 
agreed  that  the  Secretary  should  consult  with  the  staff  of  the  Division 
of  Studies  about  the  appropriate  treatment  of  this  issue. 

ENQUIRY  GROUPS  ON  WORSHIP 
A.  East  Asia 

Principal  Chandran,  Convener  of  the  East  Asian  Group, 
introduced  the  following  report : 

A questionnaire  on  the  study  of  worship  was  circularized  among  the 
members  of  the  Enquiry  Group  and  others,  and  preliminary  answers 
have  been  received  from  Philippines,  Japan,  Burma,  India  and  Ceylon. 
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While  these  answers  are  widely  divergent  in  their  approach  to  the  problem, 
they  reveal  the  importance  of  the  study  of  worship  for  the  Churches  in 
East  Asia. 

An  informal  meeting  of  the  members  of  the  Enquiry  Group  from 
Burma,  Ceylon  and  India  was  held  in  Nagpur  in  December  1953,  and 
one  of  the  suggestions  made  at  this  meeting  was  that  before  a full  meeting 
of  the  Enquiry  Group  is  attempted  some  serious  study  of  the  subject 
should  be  undertaken  in  each  country,  and  that  there  should  be  national 
conferences  on  worship. 

A national  Conference  on  Christian  Worship  was  held  in  Ceylon  last 
May,  under  the  auspices  of  the  Study  Department  of  the  Ceylon  National 
Christian  Council.  At  this  conference  were  representatives  of  all  the 
major  non-Roman  Churches  in  Ceylon  and  they  made  the  following 
recommendations  : 

“1.  We  recognise  that,  in  spite  of  the  many  differences  in  the  forms 
of  worship,  there  is  a deep  unity  which  underlies  all  the  forms  we  use, 
because  it  is  to  the  One  God  in  Jesus  Christ  that  our  worship  is  addressed  ; 
it  is  by  the  One  Spirit  that  our  worship  is  inspired  and  guided,  and  it 
is  rooted  in  the  one  Word  of  God. 

2.  While  we  recognise  that  there  is  a large  section  of  the  Christian 
community  in  Ceylon  for  whom  western  modes  of  thought  are  natural, 
and  who  will  naturally  express  their  worship  in  western  forms,  we  believe 
that  it  is  essential  that  the  principles  of  indigenisation  should  be  increasingly 
adopted  in  the  two  main  cultural  areas  of  Ceylon,  in  order  that  the  Church 
may  fulfil  its  mission  to  the  large  proportion  of  the  people  in  Ceylon 
whose  language  and  culture  are  essentially  eastern. 

3.  While  we  recognise  thankfully  the  growing  volume  of  experiments 
in  indigenised  forms  of  worship  which  has  been  going  on  in  both  Singhalese 
and  Tamil  areas,  we  would  urge  upon  the  Churches  of  Ceylon  the  need 
for  setting  up  commissions  to  study  this  matter  and  to  press  upon  their 
Churches  the  need  for  thoughtful  but  unremitting  advance. 

4.  We  are  aware  of  the  fears  some  have  of  the  danger  of  syncretism, 
but  we  believe  that  recognising  the  risk,  we  must  go  forward  in  the  faith 
that  so  long  as  worship  is  an  expression  of  the  faith  of  the  Church,  the 
Church  will  be  guided  in  its  selection  of  those  elements  of  our  national 
culture  which  will  enrich  without  distorting  her  worship. 

5.  We  recommend  that  there  should  be  an  annual  conference  on  the 
theme  of  the  Church’s  worship,  which  we  ask  the  Continuation  Committee 
to  arrange.” 

Their  Continuation  Committee  has  recommended  the  following 
themes  for  their  programme  of  study  during  the  next  few  years  : 

(a)  The  meaning  and  content  of  Christian  worship. 

(b)  The  non-theological  factors  which  have  helped  to  form  our 
modes  of  worship. 

(c)  A careful  study  of  the  worship  of  other  religions  with  a view  to 
finding  out  what  elements  can  be  adapted  and  used  in  Christian 
worship. 

In  the  light  of  the  papers  I have  received  so  far  in  response  to  the 
questionnaire,  the  informal  consultation  at  Nagpur  and  the  Ceylon 
Conference  I would  recommend  the  following  programme  for  the  next 
few  years. 
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I.  Study  of  Christian  worship  to  be  pursued  along  the  following 
lines  : 

(a)  The  meaning  of  Christian  worship  and  the  theology  of  the  structure 
of  worship. 

(b)  Place  of  unity  in  worship  for  the  manifestation  of  the  unity  of 
the  Church. 

(c)  The  significance  of  liturgical  forms  from  the  point  of  view  of 
the  Church’s  mission. 

( d)  The  meaning  of  indigenisation  of  worship,  with  special  reference 
to  experiments  in  liturgical  creation  and  the  problem  of  syncretism. 
This  will  include  a study  of  non-Christian  patterns  and  symbols 
in  worship. 

(e)  The  historical,  sociological  and  psychological  factors  involved 
in  the  origin  and  development  of  worship  traditions  in  the  various 
Asian  Churches. 

II.  National  Study  Commissions  should  be  asked  to  organise  inter- 
church conferences  on  Worship  to  take  place  periodically.  It  may  be 
necessary  to  make  provision  in  the  Faith  and  Order  budget  to  offer  some 
financial  help  where  the  National  Christian  Councils  cannot  finance  such 
conferences. 

III.  During  the  next  two  or  three  years  either  the  convener  of  the 
Enquiry  Group  or  the  Secretary  of  the  Faith  and  Order  Commission 
should  visit  the  countries  of  East  Asia  and  discuss  the  study  programme 
with  the  members  of  the  Enquiry  Group  in  these  countries  and  other 
church  leaders.  This  also  requires  budgetary  provision. 

Principal  Chandran  concluded  by  describing  the  content  of  some 
of  the  papers  he  had  received,  and  making  some  comments  on 
membership  of  the  group. 

There  followed  a discussion  in  which  Canon  Tomkins,  Mr. 
Bartlett,  Archbishop  Brilioth  and  Bishop  De  Mel  took  part. 


B.  Europe 

The  Bishop  of  Durham  gave  the  report  of  the  European  Enquiry 
Group,  which  had  held  a short  meeting  during  the  Evanston 
Assembly  : 

It  is  proposed  to  devote  two  or  three  years  to  making  an  examination 
of  the  theological  meaning  of  worship  and  of  the  place  of  worship  in  the 
life  of  the  Church.  The  co-operation  of  scholars  of  different  traditions 
in  Europe  will  be  invited,  and  a meeting  of  the  group  will  probably  be 
held  after  two  or  three  years  of  work.  The  study  will  include  the  following 
fundamental  matters  : 

(1)  Man's  relation  to  his  Creator , and  his  place  in  the  created  world, 
in  their  bearing  upon  worship ; the  theology  of  worship  in  the  Bible  ; 
the  Old  Israel  and  the  New  ; worship  and  the  presence  of  Christ ; worship 
and  mysticism. 

(2)  The  concept  of  sacrifice  to  be  treated  comprehensively  : sacrifice* 
in  general  and  the  Christian  doctrine  of  sacrifice  in  its  bearing  upon 
priesthood,  worship  and  liturgy. 
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(3)  Imagery  and  symbol  in  Christian  worship  ; the  use  of  normative 
symbols,  verbal  and  pictorial ; the  problem  of  myth. 

These  fundamental  studies  will  lead  on  to  more  practical  studies 
which  will  include  : 

(1)  The  structure  and  forms  of  worship ; the  existence  of  classical 
norms ; the  theological  and  historical  explanation  of  diversities  of  type. 

(2)  A critique  of  contemporary  liturgical  movements  with  an  historical 
study  of  their  origin  and  effects. 

(3)  The  causes  of  antagonism  to  worship  and  of  the  perversions  of 
worship  in  the  present  age. 

(4)  Practical  results  of  the  common  study  of  Christian  worship  and 
of  the  converse  between  diverse  traditions ; common  expressions  of 
worship  and  their  bearing  upon  Christian  unity. 

The  Bishop  explained  that  the  first  in  the  fist  of  proposed  subjects 
for  study  during  the  next  few  years  was  the  fundamental  one,  and 
that  points  (2)  and  (3)  had  been  added  as  requiring  a concentrated 
attack  for  different  reasons.  Among  the  practical  studies,  point  (2) 
would  include  also  non-liturgical  and  anti-liturgical  movements. 
He  would  write  a paper  himself  opening  up  the  different  areas  of 
study,  and  thought  that  a few  volumes  of  essays  might  eventually 
be  produced  — one  on  theological  fundamentals  of  worship,  one 
on  the  doctrine  of  sacrifice,  perhaps  saying  some  irenic  things,  and 
a volume  of  a factual  kind,  describing  and  interpreting  a variety 
of  movements  in  worship,  liturgical  and  other.  He  concluded  by 
saying  that  the  study  of  worship  lent  itself  less  than  any  other  to 
self-conscious  statements  about  what  “we  intend”.  The  important 
thing  was  self-forgetfulness. 

In  the  discussion  that  followed,  contributions  were  made  by 
Principal  Marsh,  who  was  in  the  chair,  Dr.  Payne,  Mr.  Knox, 
Professor  Torrance,  Professor  Thomas,  Dr.  Berkhof  and 
Professor  Florovsky. 


C.  North  America 

The  Report  of  the  American  Group  was  introduced  by  its 
Convener,  Professor  Trinterud,  in  the  name  of  the  whole  group 
(for  membership,  see  p.  38) : 

The  Committee  on  “An  Enquiry  on  Worship  for  North  America” 
has  had  two  extended  meetings  during  the  past  year.  Papers  were  prepared 
on  various  aspects  of  Christian  worship  approached  from  the  standpoint 
of  ecumenical  concerns.  The  Committee  was  asked  to  answer  the  specific 
question  of  whether  we  believed  that  a discussion  of  worship  could  be 
profitably  pursued  by  Faith  and  Order,  and  if  so,  how  this  might  be 
done.  We  make  the  following  report : 

The  corporate  worship  of  any  particular  Church  best  exhibits  its 
apprehension  of  the  Christian  faith.  Since  worship  involves  the  whole 
Church,  we  will  not  see  the  whole  ecumenical  problem  if  we  omit  the 
study  of  worship.  The  very  fact  that  there  is  a problem  of  intercommunion 
illustrates  this.  To  certain  communions  in  the  Church  the  Eucharist  is 
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the  central  act  of  worship  and  the  manifestation  both  of  the  Church  and 
of  its  unity.  For  these  communions  the  goal  of  the  ecumenical  movement 
is  fellowship  at  the  Lord’s  Table,  anything  less  is  short  of  the  unity  Christ 
willed  for  His  people  on  earth.  No  more  important  task  confronts  these 
Churches  than  the  study  of  what  stands  in  the  way  of  and  what  makes 
possible  this  oneness  at  the  Table  of  the  Lord. 

We  recognize  that  the  various  forms  of  worship  in  the  Churches  have 
undergone  a cultural  conditioning.  One  of  the  basic  reasons  why  we  do 
not  understand  one  another  fully  is  because  we  are  not  familiar  with 
traditions  of  worship  other  than  our  own.  We  do  not  believe,  however, 
that  the  most  fruitful  approach  to  the  study  of  worship  in  the  ecumenical 
movement  would  take  the  form  of  a phenomenological  study  of  worship 
in  the  several  Christian  traditions.  Rather  the  aim  of  the  study  of  worship 
should  be  directed  towards  ascertaining  what  aspects  of  Christian  worship 
are  essential  and  unchanging. 

We  do  not  look  forward  to  one,  uniform  liturgy  or  manner  of  worship 
in  the  Church.  But  we  believe  that  the  study  of  the  several  traditions  of 
Christian  worship  should  involve  an  analysis  and  interpretation  of  them 
from  the  standpoint  of  their  expression  of  the  Christian  faith.  It  should 
also  lead  to  a critical  evaluation  by  each  Church  of  what  it  considers 
essential  in  its  worship,  what  it  considers  to  be  relative  to  time  and  culture, 
and  what  it  considers  to  be  lacking  in  its  worship. 

When  as  members  of  this  Enquiry  we  asked  ourselves  the  specific 
question  of  whether  it  appears  desirable  and  profitable  for  Faith  and 
Order  to  carry  on  a study  of  worship  the  question  answered  itself.  The 
faith  and  life  of  the  Church  has  worship  as  one  integral  part  of  its  foun- 
dation and  its  expression.  The  understanding  of  the  meaning  of  Christian 
worship  and  its  historic  forms  is  one  of  the  areas  in  which  it  is  imperative 
for  us  to  come  to  deeper  ecumenical  understanding. 

We  have  been  asked  to  specify  questions  which  it  appears  to  us  offer 
profitable  modes  of  approach  to  a significant  discussion  of  worship.  We 
believe  attention  should  be  focussed  on  the  fundamental  doctrines  of  the 
Christian  faith  as  these  bear  upon  and  are  related  to  the  origins,  forms, 
and  historical  development  of  the  liturgical  life  of  the  Church. 

We  have  found  that  the  following  topics  appear  to  offer  especially 
fruitful  lines  of  inquiry  : 

1)  The  biblical  foundation  of  worship  in  the  Christian  Church,  and 
the  study  of  the  origins  and  developments  of  worship  in  the  early  Christian 
communities. 

2)  The  Christian  doctrine  of  God  in  relation  to  Christian  modes  of 
worship.  Here  we  have  found  the  following  aspects  of  the  discussion 
most  fruitful : 

a)  The  doctrine  of  creation  ; and  the  Christian  understanding  of  the 
relation  of  time  and  eternity  as  these  bear  upon  the  content  and  develop- 
ment of  the  Christian  liturgy. 

b)  The  doctrine  of  the  Word  of  God  in  its  relation  to  christology 
and  to  the  meaning  of  the  sacraments.  The  relation  of  Word  and  Sacra- 
ment appears  to  us  of  especial  significance  for  ecumenical  study.  Here 
the  nature  of  Christian  preaching  needs  to  be  examined. 

c)  The  doctrine  of  the  Holy  Spirit.  Here  we  found  that  the  general 
question  of  the  relation  of  spirit  and  form  needs  to  be  explored  in  a 
Christian  perspective  and  in  relation  to  the  doctrine  of  the  Holy  Spirit. 
We  noted  the  development  in  many  Christian  Churches  of  “free”  forms 
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of  worship  centred  upon  the  personal  relationship  of  the  believer  to 
Christ.  All  forms  are  subordinated  to  this  spiritual  relationship. 

3)  The  relation  of  Scripture  and  Tradition  as  it  bears  upon  the 
development  of  Christian  worship  and  on  the  question  of  what  is  normative 
for  worship. 

4)  The  eschatological  dimension  of  Christian  faith  and  its  bearing 
upon  the  aspects  of  memorial,  sacrifice,  and  witness  to  the  coming  Lord 
in  Christian  worship. 

5)  Finally  we  have  considered  a number  of  problems  which  may 
be  generally  subsumed  under  the  heading  of  the  question  of  unity  and 
diversity  in  Christian  worship,  and  the  relation  of  cultural  diversity  to 
the  forms  of  the  life  of  the  Church. 

a)  In  what  sense  is  unity  of  form  either  required  or  desirable  in 
Christian  worship  ? To  what  extent  is  diversity  a reflection  of  spiritual 
disunity  and  sin,  and  to  what  extent  may  it  be  an  enrichment  of  the  whole 
body  of  Christ  ? 

In  relation  to  St.  Paul’s  image  of  the  Church  we  ask,  “Is  it  appropriate 
to  apply  the  principle  of  the  diversity  of  gifts  within  the  same  spirit  to 
the  diversity  of  Christian  worship?”. 

b)  We  suggest  particular  attention  to  the  question  of  the  Eucharist 
as  the  given  and  necessary  foundation  of  Christian  worship. 

c)  It  is  important  to  consider  the  relation  of  Christian  worship  and 
symbolism  to  the  proclamation  of  the  Gospel  as  this  takes  place  within 
contemporary  culture.  Here  we  note  a variety  of  questions  concerning 
the  development  of  contemporary  art  and  other  modes  of  cultural  expres- 
sion as  these  bear  upon  the  condition  of  man  and  his  need  for  the  Gospel, 
and  as  they  may  become  vehicles  of  its  communication.  How  can  the 
Church  relate  itself  to  cultural  modes  of  expression  in  communicating 
the  Gospel  to  man  today  and  yet  maintain  the  integrity  of  its  witness  ? 

Professor  Trinterud  explained  that  the  topics  listed  for  study 
were  not  in  any  particular  order,  but  would  cover  the  role  which 
the  various  concepts  of  worship  had  played  in  bringing  about  the 
present  American  religious  scene  — which  was  characterized  by 
pluralism,  and  in  which  prominent  factors  were  eclecticism,  indi- 
genization  and  the  special  place  of  the  laity  — and  the  role  which 
the  concepts  of  worship  could  play  in  bringing  about  greater  under- 
standing both  within  and  outside  the  American  scene.  He  hoped 
that  their  findings  would  emerge  as  an  essentially  low-brow  study. 

Participants  in  the  ensuing  discussion  included  Dr.  Niesel, 
the  Bishop  of  Durham,  Dr.  Bergendoff,  Mr.  LeQuesne, 
Professor  Minear,  Professor  Hay,  Professor  Kantonen  and 
Principal  Roberts.  Out  of  all  three  discussions  there  emerged 
helpful  comments  and  advice  which  were  subsequently  passed  on 
to  the  members  of  the  groups  concerned. 

Resolutions  on  the  Worship  Groups 

It  was  resolved  that  the  three  Enquiry  Groups  on  Worship  each 
be  given  the  status  of  a Theological  Commission,  with  a maximum 
of  15  members  each,  and  with  the  following  officers  (in  some  cases 
subject  to  the  acceptance  of  the  persons  concerned)  : 
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a)  Asian  Theological  Commission  — Principal  Chandran,  Chairman ; 

Bishop  Ah  Mya  and  President  Kishi,  Vice-Chairmen ; 

Rev.  R.  A.  Nelson,  Secretary. 

b)  European  Theological  Commission  — Bishop  of  Durham,  Chair- 

man ; Professor  Regin  Prenter,  Vice-Chairman ; Rev.  A. 

Raymond  George,  Secretary. 

c)  American  Theological  Commission  — Professor  Joseph  Sittler, 

Chairman  ; Professor  Trinterud,  Vice-Chairman  ; Dr.  D.  D. 

Williams,  Secretary. 

Recommendations  as  to  membership  were  also  made. 

INTERCOMMUNION 

Dr.  Payne  gave  a short  report  on  the  question  of  intercommu- 
nion. He  had  read  the  comments  contained  in  the  responses  to  the 
Lund  Report  so  far  received,  and  it  was  not  at  all  clear  what  could 
be  done.  The  Commission  could  not  at  the  moment  take  it  up 
as  a major  issue.  In  the  Report  of  Section  I of  the  Assembly 
(III,  (v) ),  the  recommendation  was  made  that  “We  must  learn  afresh 
the  implications  of  the  one  Baptism  for  our  sharing  in  the  one 
Eucharist”,  and  to  some  it  seemed  that  this  opened  up  a new  line 
of  thought.  He  hoped  that  individual  members  of  the  Commission 
would  endeavour  to  secure  that  it  was  pursued  in  their  Churches, 
in  the  hope  that  further  light  might  be  obtained  on  the  question 
of  communion  services  at  the  next  Assembly.  In  the  discussion 
which  followed,  the  hope  was  expressed  that  the  Churches  would 
continue  deliberations  on  this  issue. 

ENQUIRY  GROUP  ON  PROSELYTISM 

Dr.  Meyer,  the  Convener  of  the  group,  presented  the  following 
report : 

The  problem  which  the  group  has  been  commissioned  to  study  touches 
upon  fundamental  issues  concerning  the  nature  and  the  mission  of  the 
Church  and  at  the  same  time  involves  a number  of  immediate  practical 
difficulties  which  have  arisen  between  member  Churches  of  the  World 
Council  of  Churches.  It  is  an  extremely  difficult  problem  with  which 
to  grapple  because  the  very  word  “proselytism”  almost  defies  exact  defi- 
nition in  Christian  and  common  usage.  And  if  the  word  has  a reprehensible, 
pejorative  meaning,  there  are  few  Christian  groups  which  are  willing  to 
admit  that  they  are  guilty  of  the  practice  of  proselytizing. 

The  terms  of  reference  given  to  the  Enquiry  Group  by  the  Faith  and 
Order  Working  Committee  are  brief  and  deceptively  simple  (FOC  Papers 
No.  17,  p.  42).  After  discussing  them  by  correspondence  during  the 
past  year  and  in  a meeting  on  September  1,  the  following  specific  plan 
of  study  of  the  problem  is  submitted  : 

1.  The  Enquiry  Group’s  work  must  be  related  to  the  work  of  the 
Theological  Commission  on  Christ  and  the  Church,  not  immediately  but 
eventually,  as  soon  as  both  studies  have  developed  further.  Meanwhile 
the  liaison  between  the  two  should  be  maintained  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Faith  and  Order  Commission. 
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2.  The  recommendation  of  the  Business  Committee  on  the  Division 
of  Studies  at  the  Evanston  Assembly,  that  the  study  of  “proselytism” 
should  be  carried  on  jointly  with  the  Department  of  Evangelism,  is 
accepted.  It  is  felt  that  the  Faith  and  Order  Commission  should  have 
primary  responsibility  for  the  study,  but  it  was  deemed  desirable  to  have 
on  the  group  one  member  of  the  Working  Committee  of  the  Department 
of  Evangelism.  The  Faith  and  Order  Working  Committee  is  however 
requested  to  consider  the  advisability  of  this  procedure  and  to  decide 
finally  whether  the  scope  of  the  study  should  be  widened  and  a new 
commission  be  formed. 

3.  Report  was  made  on  relevant  material  already  gathered,  and 
plans  were  agreed  upon  to  amplify  this  material  by  making  use  of  Research 
Libraries  and  mutual  information  by  the  members  of  the  Enquiry  Group. 

4.  Plan  of  study 

a)  Basic  to  our  understanding  of  this  question  is  the  proposition, 
inherent  in  the  New  Testament,  that  to  bring  a person  under  the  true 
authority  of  Jesus  Christ  cannot  be  called  “proselytism”. 

b)  We  agree  with  the  terms  of  reference  that  our  primary  concern 
is  with  the  relations  of  Churches  which  are  members  of  the  World  Council 
of  Churches.  However,  the  nature  of  the  problem  requires  us  also  to 
study,  to  some  extent,  the  relations  of  these  Churches  and  their  members 
to  the  Roman  Catholic  Church  and  the  fundamentalist  Churches  or 
sects  which  are  not  members  of  the  World  Council.  We  do  not  consider 
it  within  our  scope  to  study  relations  with  such  groups  as  Christian  Science, 
Mormons,  Jehovah’s  Witnesses,  etc. 

c)  We  propose  that  members  of  this  Enquiry  Group  and  certain 
other  persons  undertake  individual  survey  studies  of  the  distinctive  features 
of  the  problem  of  “proselytism”  in  the  following  areas  : Egypt,  Ethiopia, 
Greece,  India,  Japan,  South  America,  the  United  States,  and  the  Scandi- 
navian countries  plus  Finland.  Such  surveys  should  be  of  about  25  pages 
in  length.  They  should  be  completed  in  time  for  a meeting  of  the  group 
in  1956. 

d)  The  surveys  should  in  the  first  instance  provide  careful  factual 
statements  and  an  analysis  of  the  situation.  They  should  however  from 
the  very  beginning  keep  in  mind  the  underlying  theological  problems  too, 
of  which  the  following  seem  to  be  the  most  important : 

(i)  To  what  extent  does  the  fact  that  we  believe  in  Christ,  the  Truth, 
and  yet  hold  this  truth  in  part  only,  affect  our  proclamation  of  the 
truth  and  our  attitude  towards  others  who  proclaim  the  truth  too, 
but  on  their  part  and  in  a different  way? 

(ii)  Bringing  a person  to  Christ  means  bringing  a person  into  the 
Church.  How  far  does  the  fact  that  we  bring  persQns  into  our  deno- 
minations (“churches”)  distort  our  main  intention  to  win  souls  for 
Christ  ? 

(iii)  Agreeing  that  the  mission  of  the  Church  to  this  world  must  of 
necessity  be  carried  out  in  a comprehensive  approach,  we  question 
whether  the  evangelizing  Church  can  ever  avoid  the  accusation  of 
using  “improper  means”  to  win  people  for  Christ. 

(iv)  The  question  of  religious  liberty  should  be  kept  in  mind,  not 
forgetting  however  that  the  term  “liberty”  has  to  be  interpreted 
christologically  and  not  merely  in  a humanistic  sense. 

(v)  The  nature  of  the  Church  and  the  differing  concepts  of  it  held 
by  the  different  “churches”  should  be  noted  carefully. 
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Dr.  Payne,  who  is  Vice-Chairman  of  the  new  Central  Committee 
of  the  World  Council,  explained  to  the  Commission  that  the  Enquiry 
Group  had  been  established  at  the  request  of  the  General  Secretary. 
In  the  meantime  the  situation  in  one  particular  area  had  become 
acute,  and  at  the  Assembly  action  had  to  be  taken  by  the  Steering 
Committee,  which  it  was  thought  had  done  much  to  ease  the 
situation.  As  a result,  the  Central  Committee  believed  that  certain 
wider  aspects  of  the  problem  must  be  discussed,  and  it  had  remitted 
further  consideration  to  the  next  meeting  of  the  Executive  Com- 
mittee. Dr.  Meyer  added  that  action  on  three  lines  was  suggested  : 
ad  hoc  groups  to  deal  with  acute  situations,  surveys  of  all  areas 
in  which  the  problem  was  present,  and  study  of  the  underlying 
theological  questions. 

After  some  discussion,  the  following  resolutions  were  carried  : 
That  the  Commission  receives  the  report  of  the  ad  hoc  Group  on 
Proselytism  appointed  by  the  Faith  and  Order  Working  Committee 
in  August  1953,  and  instructs  the  Secretary  to  convey  it  to  the 
General  Secretary  of  the  World  Council,  together  with  an  account 
of  the  discussion  at  the  meeting  of  the  Commission  in  September 
1954 ; it  expresses  its  willingness  to  cooperate  in  further  study  and 
invites  the  group  under  Dr.  Meyer  to  remain  in  being,  and  authorizes 
the  officers  of  the  Commission  to  make  any  adjustments  necessary 
to  bring  the  plans  suggested  into  line  with  any  decisions  of  the 
Executive  Committee  in  February  1955  ; it  requests  the  Working 
Committee  to  give  consideration  to  this  matter  at  its  next  meeting ; 
it  further  registers  its  conviction  that  “proselytism”  is  a misleading 
and  inadequate  description  of  the  nature  of  this  Enquiry  Group, 
and  therefore  requests  the  Executive  Committee  of  the  World 
Council  to  provide  a more  adequate  title. 

ENQUIRY  GROUP  ON  TRADITION  AND  TRADITIONS 

Professor  Outler  presented  a memorandum  prepared  by 
himself  and  Professor  Florovsky. 

He  described  the  origin  of  the  group  (see  Lund  Report,  p.  15)  and 
its  present  membership  (see  p.  39),  and  continued  by  analyzing  in  some 
detail  four  main  aspects  of  the  problem  which  had  already  become  clear. 
These  were  : 

(a)  the  common  recognition,  which  many  of  us  owe  to  the  ecu- 
menical movement,  that  our  own  individual  Christian  “history”  is  partial 
and  fragmented  and  incomplete ; 

(b)  recognition  of  the  varying  degrees  of  inadequacy,  incompetence 
and  partisanship  that  exist  in  conventional  patterns  of  study  and  instruc- 
tion in  church  history,  history  of  doctrine,  liturgies  and  polity ; 

(c)  the  formidable  theological  problem  concerning  the  doctrine  of 
tradition ; 

(d)  the  relation  of  pure  doctrine  to  authentic  Christian  community. 

He  then  outlined  as  follows  the  present  plans  for  continuing  the 

project : 
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“1.  We  are  proposing  to  prepare  a bibliography  collected  by  exchange 
of  information  among  members  of  the  group. 

2.  Professor  Skydsgaard  has  called  for  recommendations  and  pro- 
posals from  the  members  of  the  group  from  which  he  will  develop  an 
outline  of  assignments  early  in  the  autumn.  He  himself  has  suggested 
a provisional  outline  somewhat  as  follows  : 

a)  The  idea  of  tradition  in  the  Old  and  New  Testaments.  This  study 
should  utilize  the  rather  ample  literature  which  has  already 
appeared  in  contemporary  biblical  study,  but  which  now  requires 
to  be  related  specifically  to  this  larger  problem  of  tradition  and 
authority. 

b)  The  concept,  and  function,  of  tradition  in  the  ante-Nicene  Church. 

c)  The  relation  of  Scripture  and  Tradition. 

d)  The  possibility  of  an  ecumenical  conception  of  tradition  and  the 
way  in  which  this  could  be  arrived  at. 

e)  A study  of  the  meaning  of  the  phrase,  “Our  common  history  as 
Christians”. 

Personally,  I would  like  to  see  an  even  more  comprehensive  pro- 
gramme which  would  include  specific  studies  of  the  problem  of  the  norms 
of  authority  in  the  conciliar  controversies  of  the  undivided  Church,  on 
the  role  of  tradition  in  the  Reformation,  and  (of  especial  importance) 
the  post-Enlightenment  conceptions  of  the  significance  of  authority  and 
the  meaning  of  the  Christian  past.  Other  members  are  making  their 
own  proposals  to  Professor  Skydsgaard. 

3.  I have  proposed  that  we  might  undertake  a survey  of  present 
courses  and  literature  used  in  courses  in  church  history,  historical  theology 
and  liturgies  (this  with  the  help  of  our  colleagues  in  the  Theological  Com- 
missions on  Worship).  Thus  we  might  be  able  to  exhibit  the  actual  state 
of  affairs  concerning  the  manner  in  which  Christian  ministers  at  the 
present  time  are  initiated  into  the  history  which  they  share  with  other 
Christians. 

4.  Already  several  seminars  and  courses  of  lectures  by  members  of 
the  group  are  planned  — and  these  will  afford  preliminary  reports  on 
the  problem  of  defining  and  continuing  the  project. 

5.  We  are  looking  ahead  to  a meeting  of  the  enquiry  group  as  soon 
as  possible,  perhaps  before  or  at  least  with  the  1957  meeting  of  the  Com- 
mission, at  which  time  we  could  have  some  completed  work  to  submit 
to  the  Commission.” 

The  group  believed  that  its  work  might  serve  to  clarify  the  doctrines 
of  tradition  and  authority  in  contemporary  ecumenical  discussion,  and 
to  enlarge  the  theological  horizons  and  experience  of  Christians  in  their 
separated  relations  to  other  communions.  It  ought  to  supplement  the 
christological  and  liturgical  studies  going  forward,  and  to  provide  a 
much  needed  reform  in  the  patterns  and  resources  for  the  study  and 
teaching  of  Christian  history  ; and  it  would  surely  lead  on  to  genuinely 
unpredictable  but  confidently  expected  alterations  of  our  present  stand- 
points. 

Professor  Florovsky  supplemented  the  report  with  some 
further  observations,  including  the  suggestion  that  the  group  be 
given  the  higher  status  of  a Theological  Commission. 

After  a short  discussion,  the  Commission  passed  the  following 
resolution  : That  there  shall  be  constituted  a Theological  Commission 
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on  Tradition  and  Traditions  which  will  normally  operate  in  two 
sections,  one  European,  the  other  American,  in  close  collaboration. 
Professor  K.  E.  Skydsgaard  will  serve  as  co-chairman  of  the  Euro- 
pean section ; Professor  A.  C.  Outler  will  serve  as  co-chairman 
of  the  American  section.  The  Commission  also  elected,  as  vice- 
chairman  and  secretary  respectively,  Professor  Florovsky  and 
Professor  Hay  for  the  American  section,  and  Canon  Greenslade 
and  the  Rev.  Daniel  Jenkins  for  the  European  section  (subject  to 
acceptance  by  the  two  last  named).  It  was  agreed  that,  for  the 
present,  the  sections  should  be  limited  to  a maximum  of  seven 
members  each. 


STUDY  OF  SOCIAL  AND  CULTURAL  FACTORS 

Professor  Thomas  introduced  this  topic  by  tracing  the  origins 
and  development  of  interest  in  it.  He  summarized  first  some  of 
the  main  factors  which  seemed  to  require  study  : 

(a)  the  theological  significance  of  social  and  cultural  factors, 
how  far  they  might  express  the  will  of  God,  and  how  far  they 
might  manifest  human  sinfulness  or  even  demonic  forces ; 

(b)  specialized  studies  — the  part  played  by  social  and  cultural 
factors,  for  example,  in  unions,  both  successful  and  unsuccessful ; 
the  part  played  by  certain  factors  particularly  relevant  at  the  present 
time,  e.  g.  nationalism,  the  effect  of  the  community  upon  the 
structure  of  the  church  which  arises  in  that  community,  the 
economic,  social  and  cultural  factors  in  the  formation  of  sects  in 
the  United  States ; the  factors  which  are  particularly  operative  in 
certain  areas,  such  as  India ; 

(c)  the  social  and  cultural  factors  which  influence  the  findings 
of  the  Commission.  Members  might  seek  to  isolate  some  of  the 
non-theological  factors  in  their  own  thinking. 

Suggesting  practical  procedures,  Professor  Thomas  said  that 
each  commission  or  study  group  might  give  attention  to  the  non- 
theological  factors  in  the  subject  matter  before  them.  If  the  theo- 
logical implications  were  to  be  studied,  however,  some  sort  of 
commission  or  study  group  should  be  set  up  for  the  purpose. 
Thirdly,  sub-committees  might  be  set  up  on  a regional  basis. 
Fourthly,  Christian  scholars,  psychologists  and  social  scientists 
might  be  coopted  for  this  work. 

After  some  discussion,  it  was  resolved  : That  the  Commission 
receive  the  report  on  the  study  of  Social  and  Cultural  Factors ; 
that  it  instruct  the  Secretary  to  request  each  theological  commission 
to  include  in  its  report  a study  of  these  factors  as  they  affect  its 
field  of  study ; and  that  the  Working  Committee  be  asked  at  its 
next  meeting  to  make  further  plans  for  the  prosecution  of  these 
factors. 
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ELECTION  OF  CHAIRMAN 

Canon  Tomkins  pointed  out  that  the  Chairman’s  term  of  office 
would  expire  in  a year,  and  reported  that,  at  a short  meeting  held 
that  day,  the  Working  Committee  had  unhesitatingly  agreed  to 
recommend  the  re-election  of  the  present  Chairman.  Archbishop 
Brilioth  expressed  willingness  to  stand  for  a further  term,  and 
was  re-elected  by  acclamation. 

REPORT  OF  THE  YOUTH  GROUP 

The  report  was  read  by  Mr.  Lewis  Mudge  on  behalf  of  the 
group,  and  received  with  appreciation  by  the  Commission. 

After  expressing  thanks  for  the  opportunity  of  participating  in  the 
meeting,  the  report  spoke  about  the  relation  of  Faith  and  Order  to  the 
concerns  of  young  people  now.  Since  almost  every  new  recruit  must 
travel  the  path  from  the  beginning,  there  was  a real  task  of  communi- 
cation and  education.  Although  there  were  dangers  in  introducing  these 
subjects  to  young  people  before  they  had  received  a solid  grounding 
in  the  faith  of  one  tradition,  the  group  suggested  (a)  the  continuance 
of  the  practice  of  inviting  youth  delegates  to  Faith  and  Order  conferences, 
especially  if  preliminary  meetings  could  be  arranged  to  prepare  them 
for  the  discussions  ; (b)  the  holding  of  regional  conferences  on  Faith  and 
Order  for  young  people,  at  which  members  of  the  Commission  might 
assume  some  of  the  teaching  duties  ; and  (c)  the  importance  of  bringing 
Faith  and  Order  concerns  into  the  curricula  of  theological  colleges. 

The  report  continued  with  the  following  reflections  on  the  work  of 
the  Faith  and  Order  Commission  itself : 

“It  appears  to  us  that  there  is  a deep  ambiguity  between  the  official 
terms  of  reference  of  the  World  Council  and  of  Faith  and  Order  on  the 
one  hand,  and  the  actual  work  which  the  Commission  is  trying  to  accom- 
plish on  the  other.  The  World  Council  and  the  Faith  and  Order  Com- 
mission are  officially  neutral  as  to  the  form  which  the  ‘unity’  of  the 
Church  should  assume.  Faith  and  Order,  in  other  words,  is  officially 
prevented  from  making  an  unequivocal  statement  of  its  goal.  But  the 
Faith  and  Order  Commission  exists  precisely  to  discover  by  study  what 
this  goal  should  be.  The  Commission  must  be  neutral  because  the 
member  Churches  must  at  all  costs  ‘stay  together’.  But  the  more  success- 
ful the  work  of  the  Commission  is,  the  greater  will  be  the  intellectual 
pressure  to  abandon  this  neutrality.  And  the  abandonment  of  neutrality 
could  very  well  split  us  apart.  To  us,  this  dilemna  is  fundamental  to 
the  very  being  of  the  World  Council  of  Churches,  and  appears  to  us 
to  run  through  practically  every  phase  of  Faith  and  Order  discussions. 
The  ambiguities  into  which  the  Commission  falls  when  it  attempts  to 
speak  of  the  ‘sin’  of  division,  and  ‘obedience’  which  should  greet  its 
findings  are  all  at  bottom  aspects  of  the  same  problem.  The  difficulty 
is  perfectly  illustrated  by  the  evasive  sentence  that  appears  in  the  Evanston 
Report,  ‘We  intend  to  grow  together’,  with  its  double  meaning. 

“If  the  ambiguity  cannot  be  overcome,  it  must  be  lived  with,  and 
measures  must  be  taken  to  see  that  it  does  not  destroy  the  work  of  the 
Commission  altogether.  We  believe  that  what  has  held  the  work  of 
Faith  and  Order  together  up  to  now,  and  which  will  continue  to  do  so, 
is  the  principle  of  placing  community  before  doctrine.  Such  fundamental 
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researches  as  the  Commission  is  undertaking  would  be  impossible  were 
there  not  a unity  informing  it  which  is  prior  to  any  of  its  definitions  of 
the  nature  of  unity.  As  the  Commission  probes  deeper  into  theological 
questions,  the  prior,  given  unity  which  supports  these  researches  must 
also  grow  deeper. 

“The  experience  of  the  Church  of  South  India  has  convinced  us  of 
this.  But  while  such  organic  reunion  is  still  beyond  the  reach  of  most 
Churches  in  the  West,  there  is  demanded  of  those  who  are  concerned 
with  Faith  and  Order  questions  a personal  commitment  to  unity  with 
each  other  in  faith  and  prayer,  which  may  go  beyond  the  stage  reached 
by  the  Churches  from  which  they  come.  We  realize  the  difficulty  of 
this  task.  But  we  are  convinced  of  how  great  a privilege  it  is  so  to  live.” 

DATE  AND  PLACE  OF  NEXT  MEETING 

The  Commission  recommended  that  its  next  meeting  be  held  in 
1957,  and  preferably  in  Europe.  Final  decision  was  left  to  the 
Working  Committee,  in  the  light  of  decisions  to  be  taken  by  the 
Central  Committee  for  its  meeting  in  that  year,  and  of  other  factors. 
Suggestions  as  to  the  nature  of  the  meeting  were  made,  and  noted 
for  the  guidance  of  the  Working  Committee. 

TRIBUTE  TO  DR.  LEONARD  HODGSON 

The  following  resolution,  proposed  by  Percy  Bartlett,  was 
carried  with  acclamation : That  this  meeting  of  the  Commission 
on  Faith  and  Order  has  remembered  with  affectionate  gratitude  the 
distinguished  scholarly  and  administrative  service  rendered  over 
many  years  to  the  Commission  and  to  the  movement  towards 
Christian  understanding  and  unity  by  Leonard  Hodgson,  who  felt 
obliged  to  withdraw  in  1954  in  order  to  devote  himself  to  his 
university  work.  It  requests  the  chairman,  Archbishop  Brilioth, 
to  write  to  him  in  its  name  expressing  the  sincere  thanks  of  all 
the  members  and  their  good  wishes  for  his  further  work  in  the 
Church  of  our  Lord  Jesus  Christ. 

VOTES  OF  THANKS 

The  following  vote  of  thanks  to  McCormick  Seminary  was 
carried  : Having  been  the  guests  of  the  McCormick  Theological 
Seminary  during  the  time  of  this  meeting,  September  3-7  1954,  the 
Commission  on  Faith  and  Order  hereby  expresses  its  sincere  gratitude 
to  the  officers  and  staff  of  the  Seminary  for  their  warm  and  generous 
hospitality,  and  further  recognizes  the  faculty  of  the  Seminary  for 
their  significant  contributions  to  the  advance  of  the  ecumenical 
movement. 

The  Chairman  expressed  the  Commission’s  appreciation  of  the 
work  of  their  Secretary,  and  of  the  Chairman  of  the  Working  Com- 
mittee. Professor  Torrance  spoke  on  the  Commission’s  behalf 
in  thanking  Archbishop  Brilioth. 

The  Commission  then  adjourned  to  the  chapel  for  closing 
worship. 
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Worship  during  the  Commission  meeting 

Morning  and  evening  prayers  were  held  in  the  chapel  of  the 
Seminary.  The  opening  service  was  conducted  by  Principal  Marsh , 
the  closing  service  by  Bishop  Gulin.  The  other  members  who  led 
worship  were  Bishop  De  Mel , Professor  d’Espine,  Archbishop  Tiran, 
and  Dr.  Mur  at  a. 

On  the  morning  of  Monday , September  6th,  a service  of  Holy 
Communion  according  to  the  rite  of  the  Presbyterian  Church  in  the 
U.S.A.  was  held,  to  which  the  Commission  members  were  invited. 
The  minister  was  Professor  Trinterud. 
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2 College  House,  Richmond  College,  Surrey. 

Dr.  Preston  T.  Roberts,  Jr.  (General  Conference  of  the  Society  of 
Friends),  5619  S.  Dorchester  Avenue,  Chicago  37,  Illinois,  U.S.A. 
Rev.  E.  Gordon  Rupp  (Methodist  Church  in  Great  Britain),  193  Milton 
Road,  Cambridge,  England. 

* Professor  Dr.  E.  W.  L.  Schlink  (Evangelical  Church  in  Germany), 

Heidelberg,  Eckenerstrasse  1,  Germany. 

Very  Rev.  Professor  A.  Schmemann  (Russian  Orthodox  Greek  Catholic 
Church  of  North  America),  537  West  121st  Street,  New  York  City  27, 
U.S.A. 

His  Holiness  Mar  Shimun  (Church  of  the  East  and  the  Assyrians,  U.S.A.), 
The  Patriarchate,  6346  N.  Sheridan  Road,  Chicago  40,  111.,  U.S.A. 

* Rev.  Dr.  John  E.  Skoglund  (American  Baptist  Convention),  First 

Baptist  Church,  Harvard  at  Seneca,  Seattle  22,  Wash.,  U.S.A. 

* Professor  Dr.  K.  E.  Skydsgaard  (Church  of  Denmark),  St.  Kannike- 

straede  11,  Copenhagen  K.,  Denmark. 

Rev.  Professor  T.  M.  Taylor  (United  Presbyterian  Church  of  North 
America),  Pittsburgh-Xenia  Theological  Seminary,  616  North  High- 
land Avenue,  Pittsburgh  6,  Penna,  U.S.A. 

Rev.  Professor  J.  N.  Thomas  (Presbyterian  Church  in  the  U.S.),  1002  West- 
wood  Avenue,  Richmond  27,  Virginia,  U.S.A. 

Most  Rev.  Archbishop  Tiran  (Nersoyan)  (Armenian  Church  of  America), 
630  Second  Avenue,  New  York  City  16,  U.S.A. 

* Rev.  Dr.  O.  S.  Tomkins  (Church  of  England),  Warden’s  House,  The 

Bishop’s  Hostel,  Lincoln,  England.  Chairman  of  the  Working  Com- 
mittee. 

* Rev.  Professor  T.  F.  Torrance  (Church  of  Scotland),  21  South  Oswald 

Road,  Edinburgh  9,  Scotland. 

* Rev.  Professor  L.  J.  Trinterud  (Presbyterian  Church  in  the  U.S.A.), 

2330  North  Halstead  Street,  Chicago  14,  111.,  U.S.A. 

Bishop  L.  Veto  (Lutheran  Church  of  Hungary),  UUoi-utca  24,  Buda- 
pest, Hungary. 

* Professor  Dr.  G.  F.  Wingren  (Church  of  Sweden),  Palsjovagen  14, 

Lund,  Sweden. 

Rev.  Dr.  J.  W.  Winterhager  (Evangelical  Church  in  Germany), 
Niedstr.  27,  Berlin-Friedenau,  Germany. 

Rt  Rev.  M.  H.  Yashiro  (Anglican  Church  in  Japan),  5 Nakayamate-dori, 
3-chome,  Ikutaku,  Kobe,  Japan. 

Professor  L.  Zander  (Oecumenical  Patriarchate  of  Constantinople  : 
Exarchate  for  Russians  in  the  West),  4 rue  Alsace-Lorraine,  Boulogne- 
sur-Seine,  France. 
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MEMBERSHIP  OF  THEOLOGICAL  COMMISSIONS 
AND  ENQUIRY  GROUPS 

THEOLOGICAL  COMMISSION  ON  CHRIST  AND  THE  CHURCH 


American  Section 

Prof.  R.  L.  Calhoun,  Congregational  Christian  Churches.  Chairman. 
Prof.  W.  N.  Pittenger,  Protestant  Episcopal  Church.  Vice-Chairman. 
Rev.  Dr.  G.  R.  Cragg,  United  Church  of  Canada.  Secretary. 

Prof.  T.  Ariga,  Church  of  Christ  in  Japan  (corresponding  member). 
Prof.  N.  S.  F.  Ferr£,  Methodist  Church. 

Prof.  F.  V.  Filson,  Presbyterian  Church  in  the  U.S.A. 

Prof.  G.  Florovsky,  Russian  Orthodox  Greek  Catholic  Church  of  North 
America. 

Prof.  E.  R.  Hardy,  Protestant  Episcopal  Church. 

Prof.  Walter  Harrelson,  American  Baptist  Convention. 

Prof.  T.  A.  Kantonen,  United  Lutheran  Church. 

Prof.  John  Knox,  Methodist  Church. 

Prof.  P.  S.  Minear,  Congregational  Christian  Churches. 

Prof.  J.  H.  Nichols,  Presbyterian  Church  in  the  U.S.A. 

Prof.  H.  Richard  Niebuhr,  Evangelical  and  Reformed  Church. 

Prof.  Claude  Welch,  Methodist  Church. 


European  Section 

Bishop  A.  Nygren,  Church  of  Sweden.  Chairman. 

Rt  Rev.  K.  Riches,  Bishop  of  Dorchester,  Church  of  England.  Vice- 
Chairman. 

Prof.  T.  F.  Torrance,  Church  of  Scotland.  Secretary . 

Maurice  A.  Creasey,  Society  of  Friends  in  Great  Britain. 

Prof.  Dr.  O.  Cullmann,  Swiss  Protestant  Church  Federation  (corres- 
ponding member). 

Prof.  W.  Kreck,  Evangelical  Church  in  Germany. 

Prof.  G.  W.  H.  Lampe,  Church  of  England. 

Principal  John  Marsh,  Congregational  Union  of  England  and  Wales. 
Prof.  Dr.  E.  Schlink,  Evangelical  Church  in  Germany  (Luth.). 

Principal  P.  S.  Watson,  Methodist  Church  of  Great  Britain. 

Prof.  G.  F.  Wingren,  Church  of  Sweden. 

(An  Orthodox  member  to  be  added.) 
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THEOLOGICAL  COMMISSIONS  ON  WORSHIP 

A.  North  America 

Prof.  J.  A.  Sittler,  United  Lutheran  Church.  Chairman. 

Prof.  L.  J.  Trinterud,  Presbyterian  Church  in  the  U.S.A.  Vice- 
Chairman. 

Prof.  D.  D.  Williams,  Congregational  Christian  Churches.  Secretary. 

President  C.  J.  I.  Bergendoff,  Augustana  Evangelical  Lutheran  Church. 
Prof.  Alexander  Schmemann,  Russian  Orthodox  Greek  Catholic  Church 
of  North  America. 

Prof.  M.  H.  Shepherd,  Protestant  Episcopal  Church. 

Prof.  D.  C.  Shipley,  Methodist  Church. 


B.  Europe 

Rt  Rev.  A.  M.  Ramsey,  Bishop  of  Durham,  Church  of  England.  Chair- 
man. 

Prof.  Regin  Prenter,  Church  of  Denmark.  Vice-Chairman. 

Rev.  A.  Raymond  George,  Methodist  Church  of  Great  Britain. 
Secretary. 

M.  le  pasteur  Jean  Bose,  Reformed  Church  of  France. 

Prof.  Dr.  Peter  Brunner,  Evangelical  Church  in  Germany  (Luth.). 
Rev.  Gwenyth  Hubble,  Baptist  Union  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland. 
Prof.  Chrys.  Konstantinidis,  Oecumenical  Patriarchate  of  Constan- 
tinople. 

Prof.  Dr.  Julius  Schweizer,  Swiss  Protestant  Church  Federation. 


C.  East  Asia 

Principal  J.  R.  Chandran,  Church  of  South  India.  Chairman. 

Rt.  Rev.  Francis  Ah  Mya,  Church  of  India,  Pakistan,  Burma  and 
Ceylon.  Vice-Chairman. 

President  C.  Kishi,  Lutheran  Church  in  Japan.  Vice-Chairman. 

Rev.  R.  A.  Nelson,  Methodist  Church  in  Ceylon.  Secretary. 

Rev.  R.  C.  Das,  Kristapanthi  Ashram. 

Rt  Rev.  Lakdasa  De  Mel,  Bishop  of  Kurunagala,  Church  of  India, 
Pakistan,  Burma  and  Ceylon. 

Dr.  Francisco  S.  Galvez,  United  Church  of  Christ  in  the  Philippines. 
U Ba  Hmyin,  Baptist  Church  in  Burma. 

Rev.  Dr.  S.  Holth,  Anglican,  Malaya. 

Rev.  Ken  Muto,  Methodist  Church,  Japan. 

Rev.  Fr.  K.  Philipos,  Orthodox  Syrian  Church  of  Malabar. 

Rev.  Dr.  A.  Thakurdas,  United  Church  of  Northern  India. 


39 


THEOLOGICAL  COMMISSION 
ON  TRADITION  AND  TRADITIONS 
(Other  members  to  be  added) 

American  Section 

Prof.  A.  C.  Outler,  Methodist  Church.  Chairman. 

Prof.  Georges  Florovsky,  Russian  Orthodox  Greek  Catholic  Church 
of  North  America.  Vice-Chairman. 

Prof.  D.  W.  Hay,  Presbyterian  Church  in  Canada.  Secretary. 

Prof.  E.  R.  Fairweather,  Church  of  England  in  Canada. 

Prof.  Wilhelm  Pauck,  Congregational  Christian  Churches. 

Prof.  J.  J.  Pelikan,  Slovak  Evangelical  Lutheran  Church. 


European  Section 

Prof.  K.  E.  Skydsgaard,  Church  of  Denmark.  Chairman. 

Canon  S.  L.  Greenslade,  Church  of  England.  Vice-Chairman. 

Rev.  D.  T.  Jenkins,  Congregational  Union  of  England  and  Wales. 
Secretary. 

Prof.  Einar  Molland,  Church  of  Norway. 


ENQUIRY  GROUP  ON  PROSELYTISM 

Missionsdirektor  Dr.  H.  Meyer,  Evangelical  Church  in  Germany  (Luth.). 
Convener. 

Pastor  H.  Hauge,  Church  of  Norway. 

Prof.  G.  Konidaris,  Church  of  Greece. 

Dr.  R.  B.  Manikam,  Federation  of  Evangelical  Lutheran  Churches  in 
India. 

Rev.  S.  A.  Morrison,  Church  of  England. 

Principal  J.  Norgaard,  Baptist  Union  of  Denmark. 

Rev.  Dr.  J.  E.  Skoglund,  American  Baptist  Convention. 
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RECENT  FAITH  AND  ORDER  PUBLICATIONS 


FOC  No.  18  Faith  and  Order  — Ecumenical  Survey 

British  Council  of  Churches,  London,  2s.  6d. 

FOC  No.  19  Faith  and  Order  — Popular  pamphlet 
W.C.C.  Geneva,  Sw.  fr.  — .20 
W.C.C.  New  York,  10  cts. 

B.C.C.  London,  4d. 

FOC  No.  20  Our  Oneness  in  Christ  and  our  Disunity  as  Churches  — 
Report  of  Faith  and  Order  Section  at  Evanston  Assembly. 
Minimum  order  10  copies.  Available  Geneva  and  London, 
Sw.  fr.  1.50;  2s.  6d.  per  10  copies  (postage  included). 

Evanston  Speaks  — Message,  Section  Reports  etc.  of  Second  Assembly, 
B.C.C.  London  2s.  6d. ; Geneva  Sw.  fr.  2. — ; New  York, 
50  cts. 

FOC  No.  21  Minutes  of  Faith  and  Order  Commission  meeting,  Chi- 
cago, 3-7  September  1954.  Geneva  Sw.fr.  1.50;  B.C.C., 
London,  2s. ; W.C.C.,  New  York,  40  cts. 

German 

Evanston  Spricht  — Botschaft  und  Berichte 

Gotthelf-Verlag,  Zurich,  Schw.  Fr.  2.20 
Anker-Verlag,  Frankfurt  a.  M.  DM.  2.20 

Oberblick  fiir  die  l.Sektion  — Zurich,  Schw.  Fr.  1.15 

Frankfurt  a.  M.  DM.  1.10 

French 

Foi  et  Constitution  — brochure  contenant  la  documentation  relative  a cette 
Section  de  l’Assemblee.  Delachaux  & Niestl6,  Neuchatel 
et  Paris,  Fr.  s.  1.75  ; Fr.  fr.  150. 


Lausanne  — Imp.  La  Concorde.  1933/12.54  Printed  in  Switzerland. 


